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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
IN AND FOR SALT LAKE COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH 
KATHRYN TUCK COATS, 
PLAINTIFF, 
VS. 
PETER M. COATS, 
DEFENDANT. 
REPORTER'S PARTIAL TRANSCRIPT 
OF TRIAL PROCEEDINGS: 
COURT'S RULING 
CIVIL NO. 904904876 DA 
HONORABLE HOMER F. WILKINSON 
BE IT REMEMBERED, THAT ON THE 16TH DAY OF JUNE. 
1992. COMMENCING AT THE APPROXIMATE HOUR OF 4:00 P.M., THE ABOVE 
-ENTITLED MATTER CONTINUED IN TRIAL IN COURTROOM NO. 502 OF THE 
COURTS BUILDING, METROPOLITAN HALL OF JUSTICE, SALT LAKE CITY, 
UTAH BEFORE THE HONORABLE HOMER F. WILKINSON, JUDGE IN THE THIRD 
JUDICIAL DISTRICT, STATE OF UTAH. 
APPEARANCES 
CRAIG M. PETERSON. ATTORNEY-AT-LAW. LITTLEFIELD & 
PETERSON, 426 SOUTH 500 EAST, SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH 84102 
TELEPHONE 531-0435 APPEARING WITH AND ON BEHALF OF THE PLAINTIFF. 
MELVIN G. LAREW. JR.. ATTORNEY-AT-LAW. 4190 
HIGHLAND DRIVE, SUITE 100, SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH 84124 TELEPHONE 
278-5500 APPEARING WITH AND ON BEHALF OF THE DEFENDANT. 
T ' ^ - H District 
JUN3 0 1992 
- *~\ A ' A.f cuumrv 
1 (WHEREUPON, THE FOLLOWING PROCEEDINGS CONTINUED 
2 IN OPEN COURT*. ) 
3 THE COURT: LET ME STATE AT THE OUTSET THAT I DO 
4 APPRECIATE THE CREDIBLE JOB WHICH COUNSEL HAVE DONE, BOTH 
5 COUNSEL, AS FAR AS BRINGING THE MATTER BEFORE THE COURT. THIS 
6 HAS BEEN SOMEWHAT OF A DIFFICULT TRIAL, AND I'M SURE COUNSEL 
7 RECOGNIZED THAT MUCH OF THE TESTIMONY THAT WAS GIVEN THE FIRST 
8 TWO DAYS SEEMS LIKE IT WAS THROWN OUT THE WINDOW EACH DAY AS 
9 WE WENT THROUGH NEW TESTIMONY AND NEW EXHIBITS, WHICH WAS 
10 GENERATED AS A RESULT OF OTHER TESTIMONY AND AS A RESULT OF 
11 CHANGES WHICH I GUESS ARE GOOD OR BAD. 
12 BUT THAT'S WHAT TAKES PLACE I GUESS AS A 
13 CONTINUATION, THAT IT WAS ALSO AS A CONSEQUENCE OF THE COURT'S 
14 NEED, BUT THE COURT WAS MINDFUL OF THE GOOD THAT COULD BE 
15 ACCOMPLISHED THROUGH PRETRIAL. 
16 AND OF COURSE AS I SAT HERE AND LISTENED TO THE 
17 EVIDENCE, AND AS I SEE THESE PARTIES SPENDING HUNDREDS OF 
18 THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS IN TRIAL OF THIS CASE, THAT THEN WHEN I 
19 HEAR TESTIMONY THAT THE ACCOUNTANTS WERE WITHIN $100,000 OF 
20 SETTLING THE ASSETS, AND I THOUGHT WE HAD OTHER THINGS FAIRLY 
21 WELL SETTLED, AND THE PARTIES EITHER LEFT FOR ONE REASON OR 
22 ANOTHER OR DID NOT APPEAR FOR ONE REASON OR ANOTHER, TOOK A 
23 HARD STANCE. 
24 AND I THINK IT SHOWS THAT IT SHOULD HAVE BEEN 
25 ACCOMPLISHED AND DISPOSED OF AT THAT LEVEL, AND IT WOULD HAVE 
2 
1 SAVED A LOT OF MONEY AND A LOT OF TIME. I'M NOT CONCERNED 
2 ABOUT THE COURT'S TIME, I'M CONCERNED ABOUT THE LITIGANTS' 
3 TIME, AND A DECISION THAT MAYBE WOULD SAVE THEM EVEN MORE IF 
4 THIS GOES UP ON APPEAL—I KNOW IT WILL SAVE THEM MORE—AND 
5 CONSIDERABLE TRAUMA. 
6 SOMETIMES YOU FIND LITIGANTS THAT JUST WILL NOT 
7 COOPERATE, AND THE ONLY WAY THEY'RE GOING TO GET A FAIR SHAKE 
8 IS TO LITIGATE. 
9 AND ALTHOUGH I'M NOT A COMPLETE ADVOCATE OF 
10 MEDIATION, I CERTAINLY KNOW THAT PRETRIALS ARE HELPFUL AND 
11 SHOULD BE PUSHED AS FAR AS A DISPOSITION IN ALL CASES IN 
12 DOMESTIC MATTERS. 
13 I'LL APPROACH FIRST THE AREA WHICH BOTH COUNSEL 
14 APPROACHED, WHICH THE PARTIES HAVE INDICATED OF COURSE IS 
15 UPPERMOST IN THEIR MINDS, AND THAT'S THE QUESTION AS FAR AS 
16 THE CHILDREN ARE CONCERNED. 
17 I'VE READ THE REPORT OF DR. REISINGER, THE 
18 THERAPIST, AND ALSO THE MASTER'S STUDENT, GOMEZ I BELIEVE WAS 
19 HER NAME, AND I'VE HEARD TESTIMONY OF MR. HARRISON. 
20 THE COURT HAS HAD—AND I EXPRESSED SOMEWHAT TO 
21 COUNSEL IN QUESTIONING DURING ARGUMENT THAT THIS IS NOT A 
22 MORALS COURT, IT'S A COURT OF LAW, A COURT OF EQUITY. 
23 I'M NOT HERE TO TELL THESE INDIVIDUALS HOW THEY 
24 SHOULD LIVE AS FAR AS THEIR LIVES ARE CONCERNED, EXCEPT FOR 
25 THE FACT THAT THEY PRESENTED THEMSELVES BEFORE THIS COURT 
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1 MOTHER—DURING THE DAYTIME WHEN HE'S THERE, RETURNING THEM NOT 
2 LATER THAN 7 O'CLOCK IN THE EVENING; THAT IF THE CHILDREN COME 
3 TO SALT LAKE WHILE THEY'RE RESIDING IN VIRGINIA, THEN THE 
4 FATHER WOULD HAVE THE RIGHT TO VISIT THE CHILDREN. AND THAT 
5 WOULD HAVE TO BE WORKED OUT DEPENDING ON HOW LONG THEY'RE 
6 HERE, BUT DURING THE DAYTIME WHILE THEY'RE HERE IN SALT LAKE, 
7 AND HE WOULD HAVE TO MAKE THAT KNOWN. 
8 NOW AS TO SPECIFIC VISITATION, I WOULD NOT ORDER ANY 
9 OVERNIGHT VISITATION, THAT THE CHILDREN BE BROUGHT FROM 
10 VIRGINIA TO UTAH FOR A PERIOD OF SIX MONTHS, AND DURING THAT 
11 PERIOD OF TIME I WOULD EXPECT THE FATHER TO RECEIVE COUNSELING 
12 AND THE MOTHER TO RECEIVE COUNSELING. 
13 AND AFTER JANUARY 1ST, THEN I WOULD SET UP A 
14 VISITATION SCHEDULE OF WHERE THE FATHER WOULD HAVE THE RIGHT, 
15 DEPENDING ON HIS INCOME, TO BRING THE CHILDREN TO UTAH FOR 
16 ONE-HALF OF THE CHRISTMAS HOLIDAY, FOR TWO WEEKS IN THE 
17 SUMMERTIME, AND THIS TWO WEEKS IN THE SUMMERTIME WOULD BE FROM 
18 THE FIRST OF THE YEAR—AFTER THE FIRST YEAR, I WOULD ALLOW HIM 
19 TO EXPAND THAT TO FOUR WEEKS' SUMMERTIME VISITATION. 
20 DURING ANOTHER PERIOD OF WHERE THE CHILDREN ARE NOT 
21 IN SCHOOL IN VIRGINIA, WHERE THEY HAVE EITHER SPRING VACATION, 
22 EASTER VACATION—I GUESS THEY STILL HAVE THOSE SOMEWHAT IN 
23 UTAH--IF THEY HAD A VACATION PERIOD WHERE THEY'RE OUT OF 
24 SCHOOL OTHER THAN CHRISTMASTIME, HE WOULD HAVE THE RIGHT TO 
25 BRING THE CHILDREN TO UTAH FOR HALF THAT PERIOD OF TIME THAT 
8 
1 THAT VACATION MAY BE. 
2 I WOULD ALSO ALLOW THE FATHER TO HAVE EVERY OTHER 
3 THANKSGIVING WITH THE CHILDREN HERE IN UTAH, THAT HE DESIRES. 
4 NOW THE GRANDMOTHER HAS MADE A REQUEST FOR 
5 VISITATION, AND I THINK SHE'S ENTITLED TO VISITATION, BUT THIS 
6 COURT CANNOT MAKE RULINGS WHERE PARTIES ARE NOT BEFORE THE 
7 COURT. AND AS THIS COURT UNDERSTANDS THE LAW, BEFORE 
8 GRANDPARENTS COULD BE ORDERED VISITATION, SHE WOULD HAVE TO 
9 PETITION THE COURT, AND IT COULD BE DONE IN THIS ACTION—FOR 
10 VISITATION RIGHTS. 
11 IF THAT'S NECESSARY, I WOULD HOPE THAT THE MOTHER 
12 WOULD UNDERSTAND THAT THESE GRANDPARENTS LOVE THESE CHILDREN, 
13 THE PATERNAL GRANDPARENTS, I'M SURE THE MATERNAL GRANDPARENTS 
14 LOVE THE CHILDREN. 
15 AND I CAN ASSURE YOU THAT GRANDPARENTS CAN DO A 
16 GREAT DEAL FOR THESE CHILDREN, ESPECIALLY TO ALLEVIATE THE 
17 CONDITION THAT THE PARENTS HAVE PUT THE CHILDREN IN. 
18 WHAT I'M SAYING IS THAT I THINK THAT BOTH OF YOU HAD 
19 BETTER COME TO THE REALIZATION THAT YOU CAN'T LIVE WITH EACH 
20 OTHER, YOU MAY NOT WANT EACH OTHER, BUT START TO GET YOUR 
21 LIVES IN ORDER AND GIVE THESE CHILDREN AN OPPORTUNITY TO LIVE 
22 A NORMAL LIFE AND TO HAVE SOME VISITATION WITH BOTH 
23 GRANDPARENTS. 
24 NOW ONE OTHER THING AS FAR AS THE CHILDREN ARE 
25 CONCERNED, AND COUNSEL MENTIONED THIS, AND I HAVE THOUGHT OF 
9 
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1 THIS LONG BEFORE COUNSEL DID. THIS COURT WAS IMPRESSED THAT 
2 MR. HARRISON, THERE IS A GREAT DEAL OF ANTAGONISM SHOWN BY MR. 
3 HARRISON TOWARDS THE DEFENDANT, AND ALSO THE DEFENDANT TOWARDS 
4 MR. HARRISON. 
5 AND I'M NOT HERE TO CRITICIZE, BUT I WILL STATE 
6 THIS. I HAVE OBSERVED FOR THREE OR FOUR OR FIVE DAYS IN THIS 
7 TRIAL, I CAN SEE THE PERSONALITY OF THE DEFENDANT, THE FATHER, 
8 THAT HE WANTS HIS WAY. HE DEMANDS HIS WAY. HE DOESN'T GET IT 
9 AND HE'S GOING TO TRY TO FORCE IT IN OTHER THINGS. 
10 AND AGAIN, I'M NOT TRYING TO BE CRITICAL, JUST 
11 STATING FACTS AS THIS COURT OBSERVED IT. THIS COURT IS MAKING 
12 KNOWN ITS OBSERVATIONS AS FAR AS THE WHOLE DECISION OF THE 
13 CASE IS CONCERNED. 
14 I THINK THAT MR. COATS ANTAGONIZED HIMSELF, RUFFLED 
15 HIS FUR, AND I THINK HE ALSO MADE MR. HARRISON MAD. AND OF 
16 COURSE IT'S QUITE EVIDENT THAT THAT WAS THE CASE WHERE THEY 
17 WERE HANGING UP ON EACH OTHER AND COULD NOT EVEN TALK TO 
18 DISCUSS THINGS CIVILLY. 
19 SO I'M OF THE OPINION THAT THE CHILDREN NEED A 
20 THERAPIST OTHER THAN MR. HARRISON, BECAUSE I DON'T THINK THAT 
21 MR. HARRISON CAN COUNSEL OBJECTIVELY IN THIS CASE, AND I DON'T 
22 THINK THAT THE FATHER WILL TAKE TO ANY COUNSELING WHICH HE 
23 HEARS FROM MR. HARRISON, OR WHICH HE MAY BE GIVING THE 
24 CHILDREN. 
25 SO I'M MAKING IT A CONDITION NOW AS FAR AS THIS 
10 
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1 VISITATION THAT I HAVE ENUMERATED THAT BOTH THESE PARTIES GET 
2 IN COUNSELING AND DO IT WITHIN THE NEXT 30 DAYS. AND I'M 
3 HESITANT TO TAKE THE CHILDREN AWAY FROM MR. HARRISON, BECAUSE 
4 IT DOES SAY THAT THEY HAVE A TRUST IN HIM, BUT I JUST DON'T 
5 FEEL EASY THAT HE CAN BE OBJECTIVE. AND THEREFORE I DO ASK 
6 THE PARENTS TO PLACE THE CHILDREN WITH ANOTHER THERAPIST. 
7 PLEASE DON'T TAKE ME WRONG, I'VE HAD MR. HARRISON IN 
8 HERE AND I HAVE THE UTMOST RESPECT AND CONFIDENCE IN HIM, HIS 
9 ABILITY AND HIS INTEGRITY AND HIS PROFESSIONAL COMPETENCE. 
10 I'M NOT CRITICIZING HIM IN ANY WAY AS FAR AS THIS IS 
11 CONCERNED. 
12 NOW AS FAR AS THE ASSETS OF THE MARRIAGE ARE 
13 CONCERNED, THE COURT IS GOING TO FOLLOW DOWN PLAINTIFF'S 
14 EXHIBIT 91 WHICH IS A MARITAL ASSET DIVISION SUBMITTED BY THE 
15 PLAINTIFF. I'M FOLLOWING DOWN THIS BECAUSE IT'S MORE OR LESS 
16 ADDRESSING MOST OF THE AREAS. IT DOESN'T ADDRESS ALL OF THEM, 
17 BUT I'LL BE FOLLOWING THIS AND ADDING TO IT. SO DON'T GET THE 
18 IDEA THAT I'M THOROUGHLY CONVINCED AND PERSUADED BY THIS AND 
19 THAT I'M GRANTING ALL THIS; I'M NOT. 
20 THE FIRST IS REAL PROPERTY. THE COURT IS GOING TO 
21 AWARD THE REAL PROPERTY AT 36 NORTHRIDGE TO THE WIFE, HAVING A 
22 VALUE OF $273,000. THE COURT WOULD AWARD THE PROPERTY AT 
23 11807 SOUTH WOODRIDGE, AND THAT WOULD BE ONE-HALF OF THAT 
24 VALUE, TO THE HUSBAND. 
25 AND THE COURT IS PERSUADED THAT THE BEST APPRAISAL 
11 
000494 
1 THAT I HEARD WAS THE APPRAISAL GIVEN BY THE—NOT MR. DALTON— 
2 MR. PETERSON: MR. BODELL? 
3 THE COURT: —MR. BODELL OF—TIMES TWO, SO THAT 
4 WOULD BE $106,500. 
5 THE COURT IS PERSUADED THAT THE DUPLEX IS OWNED—AND 
6 WHEN I SAY "OWNED"—TO THE DEFENDANT'S BROTHER'S NAME MAY 
7 STILL BE ON THE DUPLEX, BUT THAT HE HAS NO INTEREST IN IT, 
8 THAT HE'S MADE NO PAYMENTS ON IT, AND THAT THE DUPLEX IS BEING 
9 AWARDED TO THE DEFENDANT AT A VALUE OF $46,000. 
10 PERSONAL PROPERTY, THE COURT WOULD AWARD THE 
11 VIRGINIA FURNISHINGS—AND I HAVE A GREAT DEAL OF SUSPECT IN 
12 SOME OF THESE APPRAISALS WHICH HAVE COME IN; WHEN I--AND I 
13 LOOKED OVER THAT APPRAISAL, AND GOSH, THERE'S A LOT OF 
14 PROPERTY THERE. AND I'M SURE THESE PEOPLE HAVE ACCUMULATED IT 
15 OVER THE YEARS, AND IT LOOKED LIKE SOME GOOD PROPERTY. AND IT 
16 CAN'T BE REPLACED FOR $7,000; NO WAY IT CAN. BUT THAT'S THE 
17 ONLY APPRAISAL THAT THIS COURT DID HAVE. 
18 THE COURT IS AWARDING THOSE FURNISHINGS TO THE 
19 DEFENDANT—THE WIFE, IN THE SUM OF $7,275. 
20 THE WOODRIDGE FURNISHINGS, THE APPRAISAL OF THE 
21 FURNISHINGS. WOULD BE $3,500. THAT WOULD GO TO THE HUSBAND. 
22 NOW THE NORTHRIDGE FURNISHINGS, I'M NOT PERSUADED 
23 THAT, AS THE DEFENDANT WAS ON THE STAND AND TESTIFIED THAT HE 
24 UNDERSTOOD THE APPRAISAL SITUATION AS FAR AS PERSONAL PROPERTY 
25 IS CONCERNED, I KNOW HE DIDN'T. I THINK HE WAS STATING WHAT 
12 
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1 THE ALLOWABLE WAS THAT THE PROPERTY HAD TO HIM, AND PROBABLY 
2 IT'S GOOD PROPERTY, AND PROBABLY IT COST THAT MUCH, AND IT WAS 
3 VALUABLE. IT'S VERY UNDERSTANDABLE FOR HIM TO GIVE THE 
4 OPINIONS THAT HE DID. 
5 BUT THIS COURT IS NOT PERSUADED BY THAT, AND I JUST 
6 HAVE TO ARBITRARILY—I'M NO APPRAISER, AND I CAN'T SIT DOWN 
7 AND GO OVER EACH ONE OF THOSE ITEMS AND SAY IT SHOULD BE THIS 
8 AND THAT. I'M CUTTING THAT APPRAISAL DOWN TO ONE-FOURTH. I 
9 THINK THAT'S ABOUT THE WAY THE OTHER APPRAISALS HAVE BEEN, AND 
10 I'M AWARDING THAT PROPERTY TO HIM FOR THE SUM OF $4,500. 
11 VEHICLES AND BOATS, THE COURT WOULD AWARD THE 
12 PORSCHE TO THE PLAINTIFF—TO THE DEFENDANT HUSBAND, AND THE 
13 BEST INFORMATION I HAVE ON THAT VALUE IS $43,150. THE VAN 
14 WILL GO TO THE PLAINTIFF, AND THE BEST VALUE ON THAT WAS 
15 $19,000. 
16 THE JEEP, OF COURSE THIS IS THE VALUE GIVEN BY THE 
17 DEFENDANT HIMSELF ON THIS, OF $5,000, AND THAT'S TO THE 
18 HUSBAND. 
19 NOW THE BOAT, A GREAT DEAL CAME IN ON THE BOAT, AND 
20 OF COURSE I EVEN MADE COMMENT THAT I HAD HEARD ENOUGH ON THE 
21 BOAT, DIDN'T NEED ANY MORE. AND THERE ARE A LOT OF WAYS YOU 
22 CAN LOOK AT THAT BOAT. BUT THE ONLY WAY THE COURT WAS 
23 PERSUADED FROM THE OUTSET, AFTER HEARING ALL THE TESTIMONY, 
24 WAS THAT THE WIFE HAD POSSESSION OF THE BOAT, SHE DID NOT HAVE 
25 SUFFICIENT FUNDS TO PAY HER EXPENSES AND TO RAISE HER 
13 
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1 CHILDREN, AND SHE SOLD THE BOAT. 
2 THE BEST EVIDENCE WAS THAT SHE RECEIVED $4,300 FROM 
3 THE BOAT. THE COURT IS OF THE OPINION THE BOAT IS WORTH MORE 
4 THAN $4,300--WELL, SHE GOT MORE THAN THAT, SHE HAD TO PAY OFF 
5 SOME REPAIRS. I THINK SHE GOT IT FOR $5,000 AND HAD TO DO 
6 REPAIRS, AND THE COURT IS OF THE OPINION THAT THE BOAT WAS 
7 PROBABLY WORTH MORE THAN $5,000. 
8 SOME OF THEM TRIED TO GET THEIR FIGURES DOWN TO 
9 THAT, SOME WERE ABOVE IT. I THINK IT WAS WORTH MORE. 
10 BUT THE COURT IS MORE PERSUADED THAT SHE DID WHAT 
11 SHE HAD TO DO, AND WOULD AWARD THE BOAT TO HER; AND BY "THE 
12 BOAT," THE PROCEEDS OF THE BOAT TO HER OF $4,300. 
13 THE GOLD MEDALLION, I'M NOT GOING TO GO DOWN EVERY 
14 ONE OF THESE ITEMS HERE, BUT THAT WOULD GO TO THE WIFE OF 
15 $400. 
16 NOW THE WIFE ALSO HAS THE DIAMOND, THE DIAMONDS, 
17 WHICH THE COURT WOULD AWARD TO HER OF $3,000. 
18 THE COURT IS THEN GOING TO AWARD, UNDER "INVESTMENTS 
19 AND CASH" AS SET FORTH ON EXHIBIT NO. 91, EXCEPT FOR 
20 EXCEPTIONS THAT I'M GOING TO MAKE, AND I WOULD AWARD THEM TO 
21 THE DEFENDANT UNDER THE AMOUNTS THAT HAVE BEEN INDICATED ON 
22 THIS EXHIBIT TAKEN FROM THE DEFENDANT'S BALANCE SHEET. 
23 NOW THE EXCEPTIONS ARE THE CASH, BRANDON CANYON 
24 PROPERTY, A NEGATIVE VALUE IN IT OF $6,266; THE TRUST DEED 
25 NOTE ON LOT 23, BRANDON CANYON; LOT 4 BRANDON CANYON; LOT 15, 
14 
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1 16 AND 17 BRANDON CANYON. 
2 BRANDON CANYON HAS BEEN SOMEWHAT OF A HEADACHE TO 
3 THE COURT. I GUESS I HAVE TO INDICATE TO YOU THAT I'M STILL 
4 NOT THOROUGHLY CONVINCED AS TO WHAT IS TAKING PLACE AS FAR AS 
5 BRANDON CANYON ASSETS ARE CONCERNED. I'M GOING TO TALK FOR A 
6 FEW MINUTES ON THIS. 
7 THE COURT, FROM THE EXHIBITS AND TESTIMONY, WAS 
8 SOMEWHAT PERSUADED THAT $319,117 IS PROBABLY THE VALUE OF 
9 BRANDON CANYON, EXCEPT FOR THE FACT OF THE DEFENDANT TAKING 
10 THE STAND AND TESTIFYING AS TO THE VALUE OF CERTAIN LOTS, AND 
11 PARTICULARLY SAYING THAT LOT 16 HAS ALREADY BEEN SOLD FOR 
12 $171,900. 
13 IF BRANDON CANYON HAS A VALUE OF $319,000, AND AS 
14 THEY DEVELOP MORE AND FINISH IT AND PUT MORE MONEY INTO IT, 
15 AND SELL HOMES, THEY WOULD START TO GET MONEY OUT OF IT. AND 
16 THAT'S FINE. THE COURT WOULD TAKE THAT. 
17 BUT WHY THIS LOT 16, WHICH HAS BEEN SOLD, REALLY NOW 
18 IS OUT OF BRANDON CANYON, I HAVE NO BASIS FOR TAKING THAT LOT 
19 OUT AND SUBTRACTING A VALUE FROM THE $319,000. 
20 SO WHAT I'M SAYING IS THE EVIDENCE IS STILL 
21 CONFLICTING TO THIS COURT AS FAR AS WHAT IS TAKING PLACE. I 
22 SHOULDN'T SAY--WELL, "TAKING PLACE" OR WHAT THE VALUE OF 
23 BRANDON CANYON REALLY IS. 
24 AND I DON'T KNOW THAT I CAN SIT HERE AND HEAR 
25 TESTIMONY FROM THE DEFENDANT AND FROM THE ACCOUNTANTS ON 
15 
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1 BRANDON CANYON AND FROM EACH PARTY THAT COMES AND STILL COME 
2 BACK WITH THE AMOUNTS WHICH THEY HAD. 
3 SO THE COURT IS GOING TO DO THIS; AND I'LL ADMIT 
4 THIS IS AN ARBITRARY SITUATION. 
5 THE COURT IS GOING TO PLACE A VALUE ON BRANDON 
6 CANYON OF $319,117, PLUS ONE-THIRD OF $171,900, OR THE VALUE 
7 THAT LOT 16 SOLD FOR. AND THAT'S THE WAY THE COURT IS GOING 
8 TO TREAT THAT IN THERE. 
9 NOW ONE OTHER—HERE, AS FAR AS THE TARGET CAPITAL, I 
10 DON'T KNOW WHAT THAT IS. I HEARD NO TESTIMONY ON IT. 
11 APPARENTLY THERE IS CAPITAL THAT THE—WELL, THIS IS NOT ON THE 
12 DEFENDANT'S BALANCE SHEET. I GUESS I WILL HAVE TO IGNORE THAT 
13 AND TAKE THAT OFF COMPLETELY, BECAUSE I KNOW NOTHING ABOUT 
14 WHAT THAT IS. I DON'T REMEMBER ANY TESTIMONY, AND I ASKED 
15 BOTH ATTORNEYS, AND THEY COULDN'T REMEMBER ANY TESTIMONY. SO 
16 IT WOULD HAVE TO COME OFF. 
17 NOW I THINK THAT COVERS EVERYTHING AS FAR AS 
18 INVESTMENTS AND CASH ARE CONCERNED. 
19 LIFE INSURANCE, THERE WAS TESTIMONY OF $5,500, AND 
20 THAT'S THAT VALUE. 
21 AS FAR AS LIABILITY IS CONCERNED, THE KEY BANK ON 
22 THE PORSCHE, THAT'S THE HUSBAND'S, $37,000; THE FIRST SECURITY 
23 FOR $5,000 ON THE JEEP, THE HUSBAND'S; THE RIVER MEADOWS, 
24 $32,000, THE HUSBAND'S; ISABELL COATS--OF COURSE THERE'S BEEN 
25 A LOT SAID ON THIS. THE COURT HAS TO DETERMINE WHAT IS MOST 
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1 BELIEVABLE, WHAT WAS THE BEST TESTIMONY, AND I QUESTIONED 
2 COUNSEL ON WHAT THE CPA YESTERDAY TESTIFIED TO AS FAR AS THE 
3 ACCOUNTING, AND THE COURT IS NOT PERSUADED THAT SHE—AND I'M 
4 NOT STATING—WELL, I BELIEVE SHE IS STATING IT TRUTHFULLY FOR 
5 THE INFORMATION THAT SHE HAD, AND THE COURT IS NOT MAKING ANY 
6 ACCUSATIONS AS FAR AS ANY INFORMATION BEING GENERATED, EXCEPT 
7 THAT THE COURT CANNOT RECONCILE IN ITS MIND IF THERE WAS AN 
8 OBLIGATION OF $411,025, THAT WHEN THE MOTHER WAS HERE AND ON 
9 THE STAND, THAT THAT WOULD NOT HAVE BEEN BROUGHT OUT, 
10 ESPECIALLY WHEN THEY SAID SHE HAD TO LEAVE AND THEY WANTED TO 
11 GET HER ON. 
12 SO WHAT I'M SAYING IS I'M ADOPTING $270,000 AS THE 
13 NOTE DUE ISABELL COATS; THE MORTGAGE ON WOODRIDGE OF $27,000 
14 TO THE HUSBAND; AND THE MORTGAGE ON NORTHRIDGE AT $172,000 TO 
15 THE WIFE; THE MORTGAGE ON THE DUPLEX OF $44,000 TO THE 
16 DEFENDANT. 
17 I AM NOT AWARDING THE PERSONAL LIABILITY OF THE 
18 FATHER'S NOTE TO THE PLAINTIFF HERE. I WILL BE STATING OTHER 
19 THINGS CONCERNING THE SITUATION IN JUST A MINUTE, BUT I'M NOT 
20 AWARDING ANYTHING DUE TO HER FATHER. 
21 NOW APPARENTLY BOTH PARTIES HAVE BORROWED FUNDS FROM 
22 THE CHILDREN'S ACCOUNTS. THE PLAINTIFF HAS ASKED THAT THESE 
23 AMOUNTS BE PAID TO HER TO SEE THAT SHE CAN GET THEM BACK IN, 
24 AND THE COURT HAS NO OBJECTION TO THAT. I HEARD NO OBJECTION 
25 VOICED BY THE DEFENDANT. 
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1 AND OF COURSE THE COURT WILL ORDER THAT THE 
2 DEFENDANT REIMBURSE SARA COATS, THAT ACCOUNT, FOR $13,203; 
3 GRACE COATS, THAT ACCOUNT, $10,490; AND WOULD ALSO ORDER THE 
4 PLAINTIFF REIMBURSE THE CHILDREN'S ACCOUNTS. I DON'T HAVE 
5 THOSE AMOUNTS RIGHT BEFORE ME. IF YOU GENTLEMEN HAVE THEM, 
6 I'M NOT GOING TO TRY TO SEARCH FOR THEM. 
7 MR. PETERSON: $5,000, YOUR HONOR. 
8 THE COURT: $5,000, THAT SHE BE REIMBURSED THAT 
9 AMOUNT TO THOSE ACCOUNTS. THAT'S AN ORDER FROM THE COURT. 
10 APPARENTLY THEY WANTED THESE MONIES IN AN ACCOUNT, 
11 THEY PLACED THEM THERE; AND OF COURSE I HAVE TO STATE THIS, 
12 THAT THESE ARE ASSETS OF THESE PARTIES. IF THEY WANT THEM IN 
13 THE CHILDREN'S ACCOUNTS FOR THEM—AND I HAVE HEARD NO EVIDENCE 
14 THAT THEY DIDN'T—THEN OF COURSE I WOULD PUT ON THOSE ACCOUNTS 
15 THAT NO MONEY CAN BE DRAWN OUT EXCEPT BY THE SIGNATURE OF BOTH 
16 PARENTS, OR THE CHILDREN WHEN THEY BECOME—OF COURSE THAT'S 
17 GOING TO DEPEND ON THE AGE THAT THE PARENTS WANT THEM TO BE 
18 ABLE TO GET TO THAT MONEY; THEY MAY WANT AN ORDER THAT IT'S 18 
19 OR WHEN THEY COMMENCE COLLEGE OR SOMETHING OF THAT SORT. 
20 THEY'RE GOING TO HAVE TO WORK OUT SOME GUIDELINES ON THAT AS 
21 THEIR CHILDREN GET OLDER. 
22 NOW THESE AMOUNTS WOULD HAVE TO BE ADDED UP, THEY 
23 WOULD HAVE TO BE BALANCED, AND THE COURT WOULD THEN AWARD TO 
24 THE PARTIES, TO BE REIMBURSED TO WHOEVER IS LOW, BY CASH TO 
25 THE OTHER PARTY, IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE FORMULA ON PAGE 3. 
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1 THE NUMBERS WOULD SIMPLY BE CHANGED. 
2 I WOULD ALSO NOTE—AND LET ME CHECK MY OTHER NOTES 
3 HERE—THAT I WOULD DISCOUNT THE NOTES, AND THOSE ARE THE NOTES 
4 UNDER "INVESTMENTS AND CASH," AND THIS COURT RECOGNIZES THAT A 
5 PERSON IN BUSINESS, IT GETS TOUGH. IT'S NOT A PIECE OF CAKE 
6 TO BE A PRIVATE BUSINESSMAN, AND TO TAKE NOTES AND TO COLLECT 
7 NOTES. 
8 THE 41 PERCENT WAS HIGH, I THINK; 10 PERCENT IS LOW. 
9 I'M PUTTING A DISCOUNT RATE ON IT OF 20 PERCENT. 
10 THE COURT WOULD ALSO NOTE THAT THERE HAS BEEN A 
11 GREAT DEAL OF EVIDENCE AS FAR AS THE CONTEMPT OF THE 
12 DEFENDANT. THE COURT IS PERSUADED, AND I SO FIND, THAT THE 
13 DEFENDANT DID HAVE THE MEANS, SUFFICIENT ASSETS, SUFFICIENT 
14 INCOME TO MEET THE OBLIGATIONS WHICH HE WAS ORDERED TO PAY; 
15 THAT THE DEFENDANT INTENTIONALLY, WITHOUT JUST CAUSE, FAILED 
16 TO PAY THOSE OBLIGATIONS; AND WOULD, PURSUANT TO SECTION 
17 78-32-10 FIND THE DEFENDANT IN CONTEMPT OF THE COURT, AND 
18 WOULD ORDER HIM TO PAY A FINE OF $200 AND BE IMPRISONED IN THE 
19 SALT LAKE COUNTY JAIL FOR A PERIOD OF 30 DAYS. 
20 HOWEVER, THE COURT WOULD STAY THE EXECUTION OF THE 
21 PRISON SENTENCE AND FINE UPON THE DEFENDANT PAYING A SUM OF— 
22 NOW STAY WITH ME ON THIS, COUNSEL, BECAUSE YOU'RE GOING TO 
23 HAVE TO MAKE ADDITIONS AND SUBTRACTIONS ON THIS; AND I'LL TELL 
24 YOU HOW I GET TO IT—UPON PAYING THE SUM OF $13,810.97 WITHIN 
25 THE NEXT TEN DAYS, AND AN ADDITIONAL $13,810.97 TO BE PAID 30 
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1 DAYS THEREAFTER, OR 40 DAYS FROM TODAY'S DATE, FOR A TOTAL OF 
2 $27,621.94. 
3 THE COURT ARRIVED AT THAT FIGURE BY TAKING THE SUM 
4 OF $79,901.41, WHICH WAS THE TOTAL AMOUNT THE PLAINTIFF 
5 CLAIMED—AND THIS COURT WAS NOT PERSUADED THAT IT SHOULD GO 
6 THROUGH AND TO TAKE OUT ITEMS THAT WERE NOT ORDERED TO BE 
7 PAID; NEITHER COUNSEL SAW FIT TO DO IT, ALTHOUGH THE TESTIMONY 
8 WAS THAT THE DEFENDANT THOUGHT THAT AT LEAST $6,000 SHOULD 
9 HAVE BEEN TAKEN OFF FROM THAT—THE COURT DISCOUNTED THAT 
10 $79,000 FIGURE BY TEN PERCENT, TO ARRIVE AT $71,911.27, LESS 
11 THE $44,289.33 THE DEFENDANT HAD PAID, LEAVING A BALANCE OF 
12 $27,621.94. 
13 NOW FROM THAT $27,000 FIGURE MUST BE TAKEN OFF THE 
14 AMOUNT OF $4,000—WELL, IT COULD BE EITHER WAY. I DON'T CARE 
15 HOW YOU DO IT. THE AMOUNT OF THE BOAT, WHICH SHE GOT AT 
16 $4,300, IF YOU TAKE IT OFF FROM HERE, THEN YOU'D HAVE TO TAKE 
17 IT OFF FROM THE DIVISION OF ASSETS. 
18 MR. PETERSON: IF WE LEAVE IT ON HERE WE TAKE IT 
19 OFF. 
20 THE COURT: YES, IF YOU LEAVE IT ON HERE YOU TAKE IT 
21 OFF THERE; THAT'S RIGHT. YOU ALSO HAVE TO TAKE OFF THE AMOUNT 
22 THAT SHE'S CHARGED TO THE DEFENDANT'S CREDIT CARDS, AND ALSO 
23 THE AMOUNT THAT SHE WROTE AS CHECKS ON THE DEFENDANT'S BANK 
24 ACCOUNT. 
25 MR. PETERSON: NOW ON THE CREDIT CARDS, IT WILL BE 
20 
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1 ONLY THOSE AMOUNTS SHE'S NOT CHARGED BACK TO HER? 
2 THE COURT: THAT'S RIGHT, THE AMOUNTS CHARGED BACK 
3 TO THE DEFENDANT; THAT'S RIGHT. 
4 MR. PETERSON: OKAY. 
5 THE COURT: THOSE ARE THE ONLY FUNDS I CAN REMEMBER 
6 —WELL, IF SHE SOLD THE SNOW BLOWER FOR $500, THAT SHOULD COME 
7 OFF. THOSE ARE THE ONLY ONES I CAN REMEMBER NOW EXCEPT THE 
8 AMOUNT TAKEN OUT OF THE CHILDREN'S FUND THAT WE'VE ALREADY 
9 ORDERED TO BE PAID BACK. 
10 MR. PETERSON: THAT'S CORRECT. 
11 THE COURT: SO THAT WOULD COME OFF. AND I WOULD ASK 
12 YOU TO ADD THOSE DEDUCTIONS UP, AND THEN TAKE ONE-HALF OFF THE 
13 PAYMENT DUE IN TEN DAYS AND ONE-HALF OFF THE PAYMENT DUE IN 40 
14 DAYS. 
15 MR. LAREW: YOUR HONOR, THE ISSUE OF THE TWO CHECKS 
16 THAT WERE MR. COATS' THAT SHE CASHED FOR $400. 
17 MR. PETERSON: THOSE CHECKS ARE IN PETER JUNIOR'S 
18 CHECKING ACCOUNT. THE COURT WOULD RECALL THAT THE TESTIMONY 
19 WAS SHE SAID SHE THOUGHT THOSE WERE DIVIDEND CHECKS FOR PETER, 
20 JUNIOR. THOSE WERE PLACED IN HIS ACCOUNT, AND SHE'LL WITHDRAW 
21 THAT FROM PETER JUNIOR'S ACCOUNT AND WRITE THAT CHECK TO MR. 
22 COATS. 
23 THE COURT: THEN THAT WOULD TAKE CARE OF THAT. 
24 EITHER DO IT THAT WAY, OR TAKE IT OFF THE AMOUNT—. 
25 MR. PETERSON: SHE'LL WRITE THE CHECKS TO MR. COATS 
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1 FOR THAT. 
2 THE COURT: THAT'S FINE. THAT WOULD BE PART OF THE 
3 ORDER. 
4 MR. PETERSON: THE $4,300 ON THE BOAT WILL BE 
5 SUBTRACTED FROM THE ASSETS; WE'LL MAKE THAT CHANGE ON NO. 91 
6 SO EVERYONE'S AWARE. 
7 THE COURT: OKAY. NOW ALSO, PLEASE UNDERSTAND, THAT 
8 IF THE DEFENDANT FAILS TO MAKE THESE PAYMENTS, THEN A BENCH 
9 WARRANT IS SUBJECT TO BEING ISSUED, AND HE WOULD BE SUBJECT TO 
10 ARREST AND TO BE PLACED IN THE COUNTY JAIL FOR UP TO 30 DAYS 
11 AND FINED $200, AND THAT PURSUANT TO SECTION 78-32-12, THE 
12 COURT WOULD HAVE CONTINUED POWER TO JAIL THE DEFENDANT UNTIL 
13 SUCH TIME AS HE COMPLIES WITH THE COURT ORDER. 
14 THE COURT WOULD FURTHER ORDER THAT ANY TAX LIABILITY 
15 THAT IS A PART OF THESE PARTIES, OTHER THAN WHAT WAS CAUSED BY 
16 MISREPRESENTATION OR FRAUD OR OTHERWISE BY THE PLAINTIFF, BY 
17 STIPULATION THE DEFENDANT HAS AGREED TO TAKE THAT AND 
18 INDEMNIFY THE PLAINTIFF. 
19 THE COURT WOULD FURTHER ORDER THAT THE DEFENDANT 
20 HAVE THE RIGHT TO TAKE ONE CHILD FOR IRS PURPOSES, AND THE 
21 PLAINTIFF WOULD HAVE THE RIGHT TO TAKE TWO CHILDREN, PROVIDED 
22 THAT IF A PLAINTIFF IS NOT ABLE TO UTILIZE BOTH DEDUCTIONS, 
23 THAT SHE WOULD BE OBLIGATED TO NOTIFY THE DEFENDANT AND ALLOW 
24 HIM TO UTILIZE THE DEDUCTIONS FOR TAX PURPOSES. 
25 THE COURT WOULD ALSO ORDER THAT—WOULD FIND, FIRST, 
22 
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1 THAT THE DEFENDANT HAS MORE ABILITY TO PAY THE ATTORNEYS FEES 
2 IN THIS MATTER THAN THE PLAINTIFF HAS, AND WOULD AWARD 
3 ATTORNEYS FEES IN THE AMOUNT OF $20,000. 
4 I AM NOT SAYING THAT THIS IS TOTAL FEES IN THIS 
5 CASE, I'M SAYING THAT'S THE TOTAL AMOUNT THAT THIS COURT WOULD 
6 AWARD. 
7 I THINK THE ATTORNEYS FEES WERE GENERATED HERE 
8 UNNECESSARILY—I'M NOT PUTTING THAT RIGHT; I'M SAYING THAT THE 
9 ATTORNEYS FEES WERE GENERATED NECESSARILY, BUT I'M SAYING THAT 
10 THE ATTORNEYS FEES HAD—THE ATTORNEYS HAD TO DO WORK WHICH 
11 THIS COURT DEEMS WAS UNNECESSARY BECAUSE EITHER AS A RESULT OF 
12 UNCOOPERATION OF THE PARTIES OR BECAUSE OF EVENTS THAT TOOK 
13 PLACE AS FAR AS THE CASE IS CONCERNED. 
14 THIS COURT HAS READ THE CASE OF PETERSON V. 
15 PETERSON. AND I'M NOT PERSUADED—I'M SURE MR. CRAIG PETERSON 
16 WILL PROBABLY NOT AGREE WITH THIS, BUT I'M NOT PERSUADED THAT 
17 THAT CASE COMPLETELY HOLDS THAT PROFESSIONAL EXPERTS, 
18 ACCOUNTANTS, DOCTORS, ENGINEERS AND SO FORTH, THAT IT GOES 
19 COMPLETELY THAT FAR. 
20 I THINK IT DOES GO TO THE SITUATION AS FAR AS THE 
21 MARITAL HAPPENINGS OF THE PARTIES, EVALUATORS, AND I THINK THE 
22 CASE ALSO—I DON'T THINK IT HOLDS THIS ALONE, BUT I KNOW IT 
23 SAYS AT ONE POINT THAT IT CAN COME OFF THE TOP OUT OF THE 
24 MARITAL ASSETS OF THE PARTIES. 
25 WHAT I'M SAYING, AGAIN, I'M GOING TO DENY AN AWARD 
23 
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1 OF ANY PROFESSIONAL FEES IN THIS CASE. 
2 NOW WE COME DOWN TO THE QUESTION AS TO THE INCOME OF 
3 THE PARTIES. THE COURT HAS HEARD NO TESTIMONY AS TO THE 
4 INCOME OF THE PLAINTIFF EXCEPT THAT SHE STIPULATES THAT SHE 
5 WILL EARN AT LEAST A THOUSAND DOLLARS A MONTH, AND THE COURT 
6 WOULD ACCEPT THAT, FEELS THAT SHE SHOULD EARN AT LEAST THAT 
7 AMOUNT, AND WOULD ATTRIBUTE THAT TO HER. 
8 THE COURT WOULD THEN FIND, AS FAR AS THE DEFENDANT 
9 IS CONCERNED—FIRST LET ME STATE I'M NOT PERSUADED BY THE 
10 TESTIMONY THAT I HAVE HEARD, BY THE EXHIBIT THAT HAS BEEN 
11 ADMITTED, AND THE LIFESTYLE OF THESE INDIVIDUALS, THAT THEY 
12 COULD DO IT ON $22,000 INCOME A YEAR OR $16,000 INCOME A YEAR 
13 OR EVEN $58,000 INCOME PER YEAR. IT JUST COULDN'T BE DONE. 
14 A GREAT DEAL OF TESTIMONY—AND THE COURT TRIED TO 
15 LISTEN INTENTLY, TRIED TO UNDERSTAND, AND SPENT CONSIDERABLE 
16 TIME OUT OF THIS COURTROOM GOING OVER THIS, BUT I READILY 
17 ADMIT THAT I'M NOT AN ACCOUNTANT, AND I READILY ADMIT THAT I 
18 HEARD THIS TESTIMONY, AND I'M GLAD I'M NOT AN ACCOUNTANT. 
19 (LAUGHTER) 
20 WHEN I MADE THE CHOICE, THE DECISION I DID, I WENT 
21 INTO AN AREA OTHER THAN ACCOUNTANCY. I'M NOT SAYING ANYTHING 
22 BAD ABOUT ACCOUNTANTS, BUT TO UNDERSTAND IT WAS EXTREMELY 
23 DIFFICULT. 
24 BUT I DO THINK THAT I HAVE GOT A FAIRLY GOOD HANDLE 
25 ON IT AS IT CAME DOWN THROUGH. THE COURT IS GOING TO ACCEPT 
24 
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1 THE POSITION TAKEN BY THE PLAINTIFF—BY THE PLAINTIFF IN 
2 EXHIBIT NO. 96—EXCEPT FOR THE YEAR 1991. 
3 THAT THE COURT IS ACCEPTING—AND YOU MAY HAVE TO GO 
4 BACK TO THE DRAWING BOARD WITH YOUR ACCOUNTANT, I DON'T KNOW; 
5 THE COURT IS ACCEPTING THE FIVE YEARS OF 87, 88, 89, 90 AND 91 
6 IN THE DEFENDANT'S 61—THE DEFENDANT'S EXHIBIT NO. 61. 
7 THEN I ACCEPT THE DEFENDANT'S EXHIBIT NO. 96—THE 
8 PLAINTIFF'S EXHIBIT NO. 96. 
9 MR. PETERSON: THANK YOU. 
10 THE COURT: AND THAT'S FOR THE LOWER HALF OF IT, 
11 WHERE WE REALLY GET INTO THE INCOME CASH OR SPENDABLE INCOME 
12 THAT WAS AVAILABLE TO THE DEFENDANT, BECAUSE THE COURT IS NOT 
13 PERSUADED, AS IT HAS ALREADY SAID, THAT AS FAR AS JUST THE 
14 AMOUNTS SHOWN ON THE TAX RETURNS, AS FAR AS BEING GROSS INCOME 
15 OR AMOUNTS WHICH HE HAD TO LIVE ON. 
16 THE COURT ACCEPTS '87, '88, '89 AND '90 ON 
17 PLAINTIFF'S EXHIBIT NO. 96, AND WOULD ASK THE PLAINTIFF THEN 
18 TO RE-WORK THE YEAR '91 UNDER THE SAME BASIS AS HE DID ON 
19 PRIOR YEARS, WHICH WOULD COME OUT AT APPROXIMATELY $120,000. 
20 I THINK IT'S GOING TO BE LESS, BUT I'M NOT SURE OF THAT. 
21 I THINK IT'S GOING TO BE LESS THAN THAT. THE COURT 
22 WOULD THEN ADOPT THAT AND FIND THAT AMOUNT AS THE BEST 
23 EVIDENCE AS TO THE INCOME OF THE DEFENDANT. 
24 AS I SAY, I JUST COULD NOT, AS I LISTENED TO THE 
25 TESTIMONY ON THE DEFENDANT'S EXHIBIT NO. 61, AS IT CAME DOWN 
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1 TO AN AVERAGE OF APPROXIMATELY $35,000, THAT THEY COULD HAVE 
2 LIVED ON THAT WITH THAT LIFESTYLE. 
3 NOW THE COURT RECOGNIZES THAT THERE IS THE KIDDER 
4 PEABODY STOCK WHICH THE DEFENDANT—THE PARTIES DREW ON DURING 
5 THEIR MARRIAGE. IT MAY HAVE BEEN PART—I'M SURE IT WAS PART 
6 OF IT—AND THE COURT DOES FIND, HOWEVER, THAT THE CORPUS OF 
7 THAT STOCK IS THE DEFENDANT'S, AND WOULD REMAIN WITH THE 
8 DEFENDANT, AND THE LIABILITIES ATTACHED TO IT, AND THAT THE 
9 PLAINTIFF WOULD HAVE NO RIGHT ON THAT; BUT THAT WAS CERTAINLY 
10 USED THROUGHOUT THE MARRIAGE, THE COURT WOULD FIND, AS FAR AS 
11 GENERATING INCOME, AS FAR AS WHAT THE DEFENDANT USED WITH HIS 
12 TIME TO PROMOTE THE VARIOUS SUBDIVISIONS OR SALE OF REAL 
13 ESTATE WHICH HE DID GENERATE. 
14 THE COURT WOULD THEN FIND THAT CHILD SUPPORT WOULD 
15 BE BASED ON THE INCOME OF THE PLAINTIFF OF $1,000 A MONTH, AND 
16 THE DEFENDANT AT THE FIGURE WHICH I JUST TOLD YOU YOU'RE GOING 
17 TO HAVE TO DETERMINE AS TO EXACTLY WHAT IT IS. AND I DON'T 
18 KNOW IF THERE'S GOING TO BE ANY CONFLICT ON THIS. 
19 MR. PETERSON: THERE CAN'T BE. YOU'VE GIVEN US VERY 
20 SPECIFIC INSTRUCTIONS. 
21 THE COURT: I DON'T KNOW IF THERE CAN BE. AS I SAY, 
22 THE COURT WOULD ALSO FIND IN THIS CASE THAT THIS IS A CASE 
23 WHERE ALIMONY IS APPROPRIATE. I ASKED, AND OF COURSE MR. 
24 PETERSON VOLUNTEERED AN AMOUNT, AND I ASKED MR. LAREW—AND I'M 
25 NOT TRYING TO PUT HIM ON THE SPOT—BUT I DO THAT WITH ALL 
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1 ATTORNEYS IN A CASE SUCH AS THIS. 
2 THE COURT WAS DOING SOME FIGURING, HAS DONE SOME 
3 FIGURING LONG BEFORE TAKING THE BENCH THIS MORNING, AND THIS 
4 COURT MADE A DETERMINATION AS I FIGURED THIS OUT LAST NIGHT, 
5 AND I HAVE NOT BEEN PERSUADED OTHERWISE—ALTHOUGH MR. LAREW, 
6 YOU CERTAINLY CAN HIT IT ON THE HEAD, AND I DON'T WANT YOU TO 
7 THINK YOUR CLIENT THINKS YOU PUT THIS IN THE COURT'S MIND, 
8 BECAUSE THIS HAS BEEN IN MY MIND LONG BEFORE YOU MENTIONED 
9 IT—THE COURT ORDERS THE DEFENDANT TO PAY THE SUM OF ALIMONY 
10 OF $2,000 PER MONTH FOR A PERIOD OF TEN YEARS. 
11 NOW I AM OF THE OPINION THAT MORE ALIMONY COULD BE 
12 PAID PER MONTH, AND IT COULD BE STOPPED SHORT OF A TEN-YEAR 
13 PERIOD OF TIME, BUT I'M OF THE OPINION THAT $2,000 PER MONTH 
14 FOR TEN YEARS IS A REASONABLE AMOUNT. 
15 THE COURT WOULD ALSO ORDER — AND THIS IS BASED UPON 
16 THE ARGUMENT OF COUNSEL, AND I WOULD HAVE IT AT A LITTLE LESS 
17 THAN COUNSEL, THAT IF THE DEFENDANT CHOSE TO PAY A LUMP SUM OF 
18 $120,000 IN LIEU OF ALIMONY, THAT WOULD COMPLY WITH THE 
19 COURT'S ORDER, AND THAT PAYMENT WOULD HAVE TO BE MADE WITHIN 
20 THE NEXT—MR. PETERSON? I'LL GIVE YOU SOME SAY IN THAT; 60 
21 DAYS? 
22 MR. PETERSON: 60 DAYS IS ADEQUATE. 
23 THE COURT: THE COURT WOULD ORDER THAT LIFE 
24 INSURANCE CONTINUE, AND THAT WOULD BE FOR THE BENEFIT OF THE 
25 CHILDREN AND FOR THE PLAINTIFF IF THERE IS STILL ALIMONY DUE 
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1 AND OWING. WHEN THE ALIMONY CEASES, THEN HE CAN DO WHAT HE 
2 WANTS TO AS FAR AS ALIMONY OR AS FAR AS LIFE INSURANCE AND THE 
3 AMOUNTS, DECREASE IT JUST TO COMPLY WITH THE ORDER WITH 
4 RESPECT TO THE CHILDREN, AND THE BENEFICIARY, TO TAKE THE 
5 PLAINTIFF'S NAME OFF OF IT, EXCEPT AS SHE WOULD BE THE 
6 BENEFICIARY TO RECEIVE IT IN BEHALF OF THE CHILDREN IF 
7 SOMETHING HAPPENS. 
8 THE DEFENDANT IS TO PROVIDE HEALTH AND ACCIDENT 
9 INSURANCE FOR THE CHILDREN. THE COURT WOULD—AND COUNSEL 
10 ASKED ME THIS, I DIDN'T SAY THIS, BUT I TALKED ALL AROUND IT 
11 AT THE OUTSET WITH RESPECT TO A RESTRAINING ORDER TO BOTH 
12 PARTIES. AND I HATE TO PUT A RESTRAINING ORDER ON; I WOULD 
13 HOPE THAT THE TWO OF YOU CAN GET YOUR LIVES TOGETHER AND QUIT 
14 TALKING ABOUT EACH OTHER, DEGRADING EACH OTHER IN FRONT OF THE 
15 CHILDREN, AND START BUILDING EACH OTHER UP. THE FATHER CAN 
16 BUILD UP EVERY CHILD, SON AND DAUGHTER, AND THEY NEED A 
17 FATHER'S INFLUENCE, AND THEY NEED A MOTHER'S INFLUENCE. 
18 AND IF YOU TRY TO TAKE IT AWAY FROM THEM, EITHER OF 
19 YOU, YOU'RE JUST WRONG. YOU'RE JUST WRONG, AND YOU'D BETTER 
20 RECOGNIZE IT. I CAN PROMISE YOU IF YOU DON'T GET IT SOLVED 
21 NOW, IT'S GOING TO COME BACK TO HAUNT YOU A LOT MORE WHEN 
22 THESE CHILDREN COME TO BEING TEENAGERS. IS THERE ANYTHING I 
23 HAVEN'T COVERED? 
24 MR. PETERSON: IN LIGHT OF THE DIFFICULTY WE'VE HAD 
25 WITH MEDICAL EXPENSES, YOUR HONOR, COULD WE SIMPLY ADOPT THE 
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1 LANGUAGE IN THE CHILD SUPPORT STATUTE THAT SAYS THE PLAINTIFF, 
2 CUSTODIAL PARENT—JUST ADOPT THE LANGUAGE, AND THAT EACH PAY 
3 THE UNPAID MEDICAL PURSUANT TO THE RATIO OF THEIR INCOME? 
4 THE COURT: YES. DO YOU KNOW WHAT HE'S SAYING? 
5 MR. LAREW: YES. 
6 THE COURT: THE COURT WOULD ADOPT THAT, THAT THAT 
7 WOULD BE REASONABLE, AND IT SHOULD BE, AND THOSE AMOUNTS FOR 
8 HEALTH AND ACCIDENT ARE GOING TO BE PAID EXCEPT WHAT ISN'T, 
9 AND THEN YOU DIVIDE IT PURSUANT TO THE RATIO OF THE INCOME. 
10 OF COURSE THIS IS NOT GOING TO COVER THE OCCASIONAL 
11 FALLING DOWN AND SCRATCHING A KNEE AND COLD AND TAKING TO THE 
12 DOCTOR FOR SHOTS FOR THIS OR THAT. THAT COMES OUT OF THE 
13 CHILD SUPPORT. 
14 MR. PETERSON: THE STATUTE SAYS THAT ROUTINE AND 
15 ORDINARY MEDICAL EXPENSES WILL BE HER EXPENSE. 
16 THE COURT: ANY OTHER QUESTIONS? 
17 MR. PETERSON: THERE WAS TESTIMONY ON THE 
18 ORTHODONTICS. I ASSUME THAT THAT'S—I ASSUME—IN OTHER CASES 
19 I'VE SOMETIME RUN INTO IT WHERE SOMEBODY COMES IN AND SAYS, 
20 "ORTHODONTICS IS NOT MEDICAL," AND "DENTAL IS NOT MEDICAL." I 
21 ASSUME MEDICAL IS MEDICAL. 
22 THE COURT: WELL, MOST COMPANIES STILL DON'T PROVIDE 
23 DENTAL INSURANCE. IF OF COURSE HE'S IN A BUSINESS FOR 
24 HIMSELF, HE WOULD HAVE TO ACQUIRE IT. I GUESS I'M SAYING 
25 THIS, THAT—. 
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1 MR. PETERSON: ALL WE'RE ASKING IS IF THE COURT 
2 WOULD ORDER IT AS PART OF THE MEDICAL, THEN THE UNINSURED 
3 PORTION WOULD BE PAID PURSUANT TO THE FORMULA. 
4 THE COURT: THAT'S RIGHT. I WOULD HOPE THAT THEY 
5 WOULD GET SOME DENTAL INSURANCE. NOW I GUESS I'LL SAY IT THIS 
6 WAY: I'M NOT ORDERING DENTAL INSURANCE HERE, BUT IF IT'S NOT, 
7 THEN OF COURSE THE DENTAL BILLS ARE GOING TO BE PAID PURSUANT 
8 TO THE STATUTE, THE RATIO OF EARNINGS. 
9 MR. PETERSON: ALL RIGHT. 
10 MR. LAREW: YOUR HONOR, THE COATS FAMILY—THE COURT 
11 MAY RECALL SOME TESTIMONY—THEY HAVE AN ANNUAL FAMILY REUNION 
12 IN CALIFORNIA. MIGHT THE CHILDREN BE ALLOWED TO TRAVEL WITH 
13 MR. COATS TO THAT FAMILY REUNION? 
14 THE COURT: I DO REMEMBER SOMETHING SAID ON THAT. 
15 WHEN DOES THAT TAKE PLACE? 
16 MR. LAREW: SOMETIME NEXT SUMMER, YOUR HONOR. 
17 THE COURT: HOW ARE THEY--. 
18 MR. PETERSON: THE CHILDREN ARE STILL IN SCHOOL 
19 DURING THE TIME OF THE COATS FAMILY REUNION; AT LEAST THEY 
20 HAVE BEEN IN THE LAST TWO YEARS. IF THEY ARE NOT IN SCHOOL— 
21 CAN I TALK TO MY CLIENT FOR ONE MOMENT? 
22 THE COURT: YOU CAN. 
23 (WHEREUPON, A DISCUSSION WAS HAD OFF THE 
24 RECORD; AFTER WHICH, THE PROCEEDINGS CONTINUED 
25 AS FOLLOWS:) 
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1 MR. PETERSON: YOUR HONOR, AS REGARDS THE COATS 
2 FAMILY REUNION, WE'RE GOING TO ASK THE COURT THAT IF MR. COATS 
3 WANTS THE CHILDREN TO ATTEND THAT, THAT HE EXERCISE THAT 
4 DURING SUMMER VISITATION, BECAUSE THAT REUNION APPARENTLY IS 
5 LESS THAN A WEEK OR TWO WEEKS AWAY, SOMEWHERE IN THAT TIME 
6 FRAME. IT WILL NOT FIT WITHIN THE COURT'S—YOUR SCHEDULED 
7 ORDER HERE. IT WILL NOT UNTIL '93. 
8 THE COURT: WHAT ARE YOU SAYING? 
9 MR. PETERSON: THERE'S NO PROBLEM IN 1993, SIMPLY TO 
10 EXERCISE VISITATION DURING THAT TIME AND TAKE THEM. 
11 THE COURT: ARE YOU ASKING FOR THEM NOT TO DO IT 
12 THIS YEAR? 
13 MR. PETERSON: THAT'S RIGHT. THIS YEAR IS ABOUT A 
14 WEEK AND A HALF, TWO WEEKS AWAY. 
15 THE COURT: I UNDERSTAND. I'M NOT RULING YET. 
16 MR. PETERSON: I UNDERSTAND YOU'RE NOT RULING; YOU 
17 HAVEN'T BEEN RULING, JUST LISTENING TO WHAT I SAID. 
18 MR. LAREW: THE ONLY POINT I WOULD MAKE, YOUR HONOR, 
19 IS THAT MR. COATS HIMSELF DOES NOT KNOW WHEN THEIR REUNION IS. 
20 HE'S NOT BEEN INFORMED OF IT. 
21 THE COURT: HOW IS HE GOING TO GO TO THE REUNION? 
22 THE DEFENDANT: PROBABLY DRIVE DOWN. 
23 THE COURT: AND WHO WOULD BE TRAVELING WITH YOU? 
24 THE DEFENDANT: PROBABLY MY BROTHER. 
25 THE COURT: AND YOU WOULD BE WANTING TO TAKE THE 
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1 CHILDREN IN THE CAR WITH YOU? 
2 THE DEFENDANT: THAT'S CORRECT. 
3 THE COURT: HOW LONG WOULD THAT BE FOR? 
4 THE DEFENDANT: NORMALLY ONE WEEK. 
5 MR. PETERSON: WE'RE RIGHT BACK TO THAT. THE FIRST 
6 REQUEST I'M GOING TO MAKE OF THE COURT IS THAT REMEMBER, 
7 THEY'RE STILL GOING TO BE IN SCHOOL. THIS REUNION HAS BEEN 
8 THE SAME TIME EVERY YEAR FOR THE PAST SEVERAL YEARS, AND THESE 
9 CHILDREN ARE GOING TO BE IN SCHOOL, ACCORDING TO THE 
10 PLAINTIFF, AND IF YOU'RE GOING TO ORDER ANY OVERNIGHT 
11 VISITATION BY MR. COATS, THAT CONTRADICTS YOUR PRIOR ORDER. I 
12 WANTED YOU TO BE AWARE OF BOTH THOSE ITEMS; PLUS, PURSUANT TO 
13 YOUR REQUEST, MRS. COATS HAS TAKEN YOU AT YOUR WORD AND HAS 
14 INFORMED ME THAT SHE IS GOING TO BE LOOKING FOR ANOTHER 
15 THERAPIST FOR THE CHILDREN BECAUSE OF THE REQUEST THAT--YOU 
16 DIDN'T ORDER IT, BUT YOU DID SAY THAT YOU WERE ASKING THE 
17 PARTIES TO DO THAT, AND SHE'S TAKING YOU AT YOUR WORD IN THAT 
18 REGARD. 
19 THESE CHILDREN ARE GOING TO BE CHANGING THERAPISTS 
20 WITHIN THE NEXT WEEK, AND THAT IS ALSO GOING TO BE RIGHT NEAR 
21 THE TIME OF THIS REUNION. WE'RE SIMPLY ASKING YOU TO WAIT 
22 UNTIL NEXT YEAR. THAT'S ALL. 
23 MR. LAREW: I'M JUST GOING TO SAY THE ONLY OTHER 
24 POINT ON THAT IS IT WOULD BE SUPERVISED WERE IT TO HAPPEN. 
25 THE COURT: THE COURT DID GIVE A GREAT DEAL OF 
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1 THOUGHT TO THIS, AGAIN, BEFORE TAKING THE BENCH, THIS 
2 VISITATION AND THIS CUSTODY, AND THE COURT IS TAKING SOME 
3 DRASTIC STEPS IN OPPOSITION TO A VERY RESPECTED PROFESSIONAL 
4 HERE, AND THE COURT FEELS THAT TO ORDER THE CHILDREN TO BE 
5 TAKEN OUT OF SCHOOL, AND TO HAVE OVERNIGHT VISITATION RIGHT 
6 NOW, WITHOUT THIS PERIOD OF LEAD TIME, WOULD NOT BE IN 
7 ACCORDANCE WITH THE COURT'S RULING, IN ACCORDANCE WITH HOW THE 
8 COURT FELT AND HOW THE COURT THOUGHT THIS OUT, AND IT WOULD BE 
9 CONTRARY TO THE BEST INTEREST OF THE CHILDREN, AND I WOULD 
10 DENY THE VISITATION THIS SUMMER AND ALLOW IT TO COMMENCE NEXT 
11 YEAR. ANY OTHER QUESTIONS? 
12 MR. PETERSON: I HAVE NONE. 
13 THE COURT: WHO'S GOING TO PREPARE THE PLEADINGS? 
14 MR. PETERSON: I ASSUME THAT I WILL. 
15 THE COURT: IF YOU WILL PREPARE THEM AND SUBMIT THEM 
16 TO COUNSEL. 
17 MR. PETERSON: I WILL DO THAT. 
18 THE COURT: IF THERE ARE NO FURTHER QUESTIONS, COURT 
19 WILL BE IN RECESS. 
20 (WHEREUPON, AT THE HOUR OF 4:45 P.M., THE 
21 PROCEEDINGS CAME TO A CLOSE.) 
22 
23 
24 (TRANSCRIBED BY NANCY BURR) 
25 
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REPORTER'S CERTIFICATE 
STATE OF UTAH ) 
SS. 
COUNTY OF SALT LAKE ) 
I, EDWARD P. MIDGLEY, RPR, CM, OFFICIAL COURT 
REPORTER IN THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT, STATE OF UTAH, DO 
HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THE ABOVE AND FOREGOING PROCEEDINGS WERE 
BY ME STENOGRAPHICALLY REPORTED AT THE TIMES AND PLACES 
HEREIN SET FORTH; THAT THE SAME WERE BY ME SUBSEQUENTLY 
CAUSED TO BE REDUCED TO TYPEWRITTEN FORM, CONSISTING OF 
PAGES 1 THROUGH 33, BOTH INCLUSIVE; PORTION ONLY OF ENTIRE 
PROCEEDINGS BEING HEREIN TRANSCRIBED, PURSUANT TO REQUESTED 
TRANSCRIPT CONTENT; AND THAT SAID TRANSCRIPTION SO PRODUCED 
CONSTITUTES A TRUE AND CORRECT TRANSCRIPTION OF TESTIMONY 
GIVEN, EVIDENCE ADDUCED AND PROCEEDINGS HAD IN THE ABOVE 
-ENTITLED CAUSE. 
TO WHICH CERTIFICATION I HEREBY SET MY HAND 
AND NOTARIAL SEAL THIS 29TH DAY OF JUNE, 1992, AT SALT LAKE 
CITY. -
0dJ ,4/. i •, 
EDWARD P. MIDGLEY, RPR, CM 
OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER 
-# (UTAH CSR NO. 133) 
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PROCEEDINGS BEING HEREIN TRANSCRIBED, PURSUANT TO REQUESTED 
TRANSCRIPT CONTENT; AND THAT SAID TRANSCRIPTION SO PRODUCED 
CONSTITUTES A TRUE AND CORRECT TRANSCRIPTION OF TESTIMONY 
GIVEN, EVIDENCE ADDUCED AND PROCEEDINGS HAD IN THE ABOVE 
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Craig M. Peterson (2579) 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
LITTLEFIELD & PETERSON 
426 South 500 East 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84102 
Telephone: (801) 531-0435 
IN THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
IN AND FOR SALT LAKE COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH 
— ooOoo— 
KATHRYN TUCK COATS, 
Plaintiff, 
PETER M. COATS, 
Defendant. 
SUPPLEMENTAL DECREE OF DIVORCE 
AND JUDGMENT 
Cc/YV^ 
Civil No. 904904876 DA 
Judge Homer F. Wilkinson 
ooOoo 
The above matter came before the Court on June 4, 1992 
and continued thereafter until concluded on June 16, 1992, the 
Honorable Homer F. Wilkinson, Judge presiding for trial. The 
Plaintiff was present in person and represented by counsel, Craig 
M. Peterson* The Defendant was present in person and represented 
by counsel, Melvin G. Larew. The Court having heretofore entered 
its Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, does now enter its 
Supplemental Decree of Divorce as follows: 
1 
SUPPLEMENTAL DECREE OF DIVORCE 
1. The Plaintiff is awarded the permanent care, custody 
and control of the minor children of the parties. 
2. The Defendant is awarded rights of visitation with 
the minor children which shall be as follows: 
a. Every other Saturday or Sunday, whichever is 
preferable. However, unless there is a different election by the 
parties, the day will be Sunday from 10:00 a.m. until 6:00 p.m. 
without supervision. 
b. One day during the alternate week from 12:00 
noon until 7:00 p.m. in the evening on Wednesday evening or an 
alternate evening if the parties elect. 
c. While the children remain in Utah during the 
summer, the Defendant will have every other red letter holiday from 
10:00 a.m. until 6:00 p.m. commencing with July 4, 1992. 
d. When the children return to Virginia, the 
Defendant may travel to Virginia and visit with the children 
anytime he is in the area during the daytime until 7:00 p.m. in the 
evening. If the children come to the Salt Lake area while they are 
residing in Virginia, then the Defendant shall have the additional 
right to visit with the children during the daytime while they are 
in Salt Lake City, and he will have to request that visitation. 
2 
e. There will not be any overnight visitation nor 
will the children be required to come from Virginia to Utah to 
visit for six months. During that time, each of the parties are 
expected to receive counseling. Following the counseling, and 
after January 1, the Defendant will have the right to visit with 
the children depending upon his income ability by bringing the 
children to Utah for one-half of the Christmas holiday, two weeks 
in the summertime during 1993 and expanded summer visits to four 
weeks beginning in 1994. In addition, if there is an additional 
vacation for the children from school such as Spring vacation or 
Easter vacation, then the Defendant may bring the children to Utah 
for visitation during one-half of that vacation time. Finally, the 
Defendant will be allowed to exercise Thanksgiving with the 
children in Utah during every other year. 
3. The Plaintiff shall replace Mr. Tom Harrison with 
another counselor for the children. Both parties shall commence 
counseling to assist them with their problems as identified in 
paragraphs 2, 3 and 4 of the Findings of Fact entered herein. Such 
counseling shall commence within thirty (30) days of June 16, 1992. 
4. The Defendant is ordered to pay to the Plaintiff the 
sum of $1,891.00 per month as child support to be paid so that it 
will be received by the Plaintiff one-half on or before the 5th day 
of each month and one-half on or before the twentieth day of each 
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month. Said child support shall be paid until such time as the 
minor children reach the age of majority or graduate from high 
school, whichever shall occur later. Such payment shall be made 
through the clerk of the Court. 
5. The Defendant shall maintain a policy of health and 
accident insurance for the benefit of the minor children of the 
parties. All uninsured medical expenses shall be paid on a ratio 
of eight percent (8%) by the Plaintiff and ninety-two percent (92%) 
by the Defendant, provided, however, that the Plaintiff shall pay 
all routine and ordinary medical expenses consisting of office 
visits, immunizations and other ordinary medical expenses. 
6. The Defendant shall pay to the Plaitniff alimony in 
the amount of $2,000.00 per month to be paid so that it shall be 
recieved by the Plaintiff not later than one-half on the fifth and 
one-half on the twentieth days of each month, such payments to be 
made through the clerk of the Court. Payments shall be made for 
ten years from the date of commencement of payment of child support 
and alimony pursuant to this Order, which date of commencement 
shall be June 16, 1992. 
7. The Defendant may make a single lump sum payment of 
alimony in the amount of $120,000.00 as full and complete 
satisfaction of alimony due and owing to the Plaintiff by the 
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Defendant. If the Defendant elects to make a lump sum payment of 
alimony, that payment shall be made on or before Agusut 16, 1992. 
8. The Defendant shall continue to maintain life 
insurance naming the minor children and the Plaintifi as 
beneficiaries thereunder. Life insurance shall continue in full 
force and effect in the amounts which have been maintained during 
the parties7 marriage. At such time as the Defendant no longer has 
an obligation to pay alimony, the amount of life insurance may be 
decreased so that the only continuing obligation for life insurance 
will be the child support obligation. At that time, the minor 
children may be named as beneficiaries under the policy with the 
Plaintiff to receive beneficial interest in behalf of the minor 
children. 
9. The marital estae shall be awarded to the parties 
pursuant to Plaintiff's Exhibit "P-91" which is attached hereto and 
made a part hereof. Further, all laibilties shall be paid pursuant 
to Exhibit "P-91." To equalize the distribution of the marital 
estate, Defendant shall pay Plaintiff $144,070.00, which shall be 
reduced to judgment. Specifically, the Plaintiff is awarded all 
right, title and interest in and to the marital residence at 36 
Northridge Way, Sandy, Utah, said property being more particularly 
described as follows: 
5 
All of Lot #406, PEPPERWOOD PHASE IV SUBDIVISION, 
as recorded in the office of the Salt Lake County 
Recorder. 
All interest of the Defendant in and to said parcel of real 
property is quieted and shall be of no further force and effect. 
10. There have been trust accounts established for the 
benefit of the children. The Plaintiff has been ordered to 
reimburse the children's accounts for funds that have been borrowed 
from those accounts. The parties are not to draw any further funds 
from the accounts of the children, except by agreement and 
signature of both parents, or agreement of the children in the 
funds have not been disbursed by the time the children reach the 
age of majority. 
11. The Defendant was ordered to pay temporary support 
in this matter. Pursuant to the laws and cases in the state of 
Utah and specifically under Utah Code Annotated, §78-32-10, the 
Defendant is in contempt of the Order of the Court. The Defendant 
is fined $200.00 and is to be imprisoned in the Salt Lake County 
Jail for thirty (30) days for his contempt. 
The sentence to jail and the fine should be stayed upon 
the Defendant paying the amounts he has previously been ordered to 
pay by the Temporary Order. The Defendant must pay $13,810.97 on 
or before June 26, 1992, and an additional $13,810.97 on or before 
July 26, 1992, for a total payment of $27,621.94. 
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The Defendant shall receive credit against the amount 
owed for any charges made on his credit cards by the Plaintiff 
which have not been charged back to the Plaintiff. In addition, he 
shall receive a credit in the amount of $500.00 for a snow blower 
which was sold by the Plaintiff. There will be no further 
deductions from the amount to be paid by the Defendant for the past 
due support. If the Defendant fails to make payment as ordered on 
or before July 26, 1992, then he shall report to the Salt Lake 
County Jail for incarceration therein for thirty (30) days. 
12. The Plaintiff should write a check from the account 
of Peter, Jr. to the Defendant for the amount of dividends 
deposited to his account. 
13. The Plaintiff is awarded additional judgment against 
the Defendant in the amount of $20,000.00 as payment toward her 
attorney's fees. The Plaintiff's request for expert's fees for 
the professionals who have testified in this matter and assisted 
the Plaintiff in preparation of her case, is denied. 
14. The Defendant shall indemnify and hold the Plaintiff 
harmless from any tax liability which may be incurred by the 
parties or assessed against them for the filing of tax returns for 
all prior years, unless additional tax assessment has been caused 
by misrepresentation or fraud on the part of the Plaintiff. 
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The Defendant is awarded one of the minor children as a 
dependent for the purpose of filing his state and federal income 
tax returns and the Plaintiff will be awarded two of the children 
for that purpose. If the Plaintiff is not able to utilize two 
children as a deduction, then she is obligated to notify the 
Defendant and allow him to utilize one or both of those deductions 
for the purpose of filing his state and federal income tax returns. 
15. The Defendant's request for additional visitation be 
denied. 
16. A permanent injunction is entered against both 
parties enjoining them from talking about each other in front of 
the children, degrading each other, or taking any action which 
would be denigrating to the position of one parent. Each shall be 
enjoined from discussing the proceedings in this case with (or in 
front of) the children or providing them with access to any 
information or any of the pleadings in this case. Any action by 
either of the parties in violation of this injunction shall be 
construed a contempt of Court and punished accordingly. 
17. Plaintiff is awarded a total judgment against the 
Defendant in the amount of $164,070.00. 
DATED this *~f day of August, 1992. 
BY.TB^ f COURT: 
.strict Court Judge ? 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that I caused to be mailed, a true and 
correct copy of the,foregoing, SUPPLEMENTAL DECREE OF DIVORCE AND 
JUDGMENT, this iStff day of July, 1992, to: 
Melvin G. Larew, Jr., EscfT/7 
4190 Highland Drive iisti/ 
Salt Lake City, Utah/>4124 
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Craig M. Peterson (2579) 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
LITTLEFIELD & PETERSON 
426 South 500 East 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84102 
Telephone: (801) 531-0435 
IN THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
IN AND FOR SALT LAKE COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH 
ooOoo 
KATHRYN TUCK COATS, : FINDINGS OF FACT AND 
: CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
Plaintiff, : 
v. : 
PETER M. COATS, 
Defendant. : Civil No. 904904876 DA 
: Judge Homer F. Wilkinson 
ooOoo 
The above matter came before the Court on June 4, 1992 
and continuing thereafter on June 11, 12, 15 and 16, 1992, the 
Honorable Homer F. Wilkinson, Judge presiding for trial. The 
Plaintiff was present in person and represented by counsel, Craig 
M. Peterson. The Defendant was present in person and represented 
by counsel, Melvin G. Larew. The Court having heretofore entered 
a Decree of Divorce dissolving the marriage entered into between 
the parties and reserving all issues for conclusion at the time of 
trial, the Court having considered the testimony of the witnesses 
presented and the documents admitted into evidence, having reviewed 
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the pleadings and file herein, and now being familiar in the 
premises, does enter its Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law as 
follows: 
FINDINGS OF FACT 
1. While the Defendant has asked the Court to award 
joint custody in this matter, there has been no pleading filed by 
the Defendant seeking joint custody, and the differences between 
the parties in this case is such that the parties could not 
facilitate or cooperate in an award of joint custody. It will be 
in the best interests of the children if the Plaintiff is awarded 
custody subject to reasonable rights of visitation being reserved 
in the Defendant. 
2. The Plaintiff has requested that the Defendant 
exercise visitation only in a supervised capacity. However, the 
Court is persuaded that both parties have problems which each of 
them have created for themselves as parents and which have affected 
the emotional lives of the children. While the Court has not 
interviewed the children, it has read the reports of the 
therapists, and it is clear that the children do have fear toward 
their father, much of which has been generated by their mother. 
The Court finds that there are two adults before the Court who love 
their children, but have committed acts against each other which 
have seriously affected their children. There is concern about the 
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father's dysfunction and the mother informing the children of his 
dysfunction. 
3. The parties have submitted themselves to the 
jurisdiction of the Court. It is the determination of the Court 
that action must be taken to attempt to reinstate a normal 
relationship between the children and both of their parents, a 
relationship which has suffered destruction for which both of the 
parents are responsible. In that regard, the Court finds that both 
of the parents, the Plaintiff and the Defendant, need some 
professional counseling regarding raising the children. The 
Plaintiff needs very strong counseling to assist her in letting the 
children be children and letting them be friends with their father 
so that they can love and respect him and seek his fatherly advice. 
The father needs counseling to re-build his image as a result of 
comments made by the Plaintiff, much of which was probably true; 
some made as a result of the Defendant not paying child support 
while he was taking vacations and enjoying life, as well as having 
encounters or affairs. It will be necessary for the Defendant to 
engage in counseling to attempt to rehabilitate himself in his 
relationship with the children. 
4. While there has been testimony before the Court that 
the Defendant suffers from a sexual addiction, there has been 
nothing to persuade the Court that he has abused the children, 
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either physically or sexually, nor is there anything which 
indicates to the Court that the Defendant is going to abuse the 
children in that way. In addition, there is no evidence to 
convince the Court that the Defendant is a pedophile or would 
engage in any criminal activity toward the children. 
5. The Court finds that the Defendant should be allowed 
to visit with the children during the summer of 1992 for 
unsupervised daytime visits. A specific schedule will be necessary 
to accomplish reasonable visitation. The Court will outline a 
schedule, and if counsel and the parties can work out something 
which is more satisfactory, the Court will have no objection to 
such a schedule. However, a reasonable visitation schedule will be 
as follows: 
a. Every other Saturday or Sunday, whichever is 
preferable. However, unless there is a different election by the 
parties, the day will be Sunday from 10:00 a.m. until 6:00 p.m. 
without supervision. 
b. One day during the alternate week from 12:00 
noon until 7:00 p.m. in the evening on Wednesday evening or an 
alternate evening if the parties elect. 
c. While the children remain in Utah during the 
summer, the Defendant will have every other red letter holiday from 
10:00 a.m. until 6:00 p.m. commencing with July 4, 1992. 
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d. When the children return to Virginia
 f the 
Defendant may travel to Virginia and visit with the children 
anytime he is in the area during the daytime until 7:00 p.m. in the 
evening. If the children come to the Salt Lake area while they are 
residing in Virginia, then the Defendant shall have the additional 
right to visit with the children during the daytime while they are 
in Salt Lake City, and he will have to request that visitation. 
e. There will not be any overnight visitation nor 
will the children be required to come from Virginia to Utah to 
visit for six months. During that time, each of the parties are 
expected to receive counseling. Following the counseling, and 
after January 1, the Defendant will have the right to visit with 
the children depending upon his income ability by bringing the 
children to Utah for one-half of the Christmas holiday, two weeks 
in the summertime during 1993 and expanded summer visits to four 
weeks beginning in 1994. In addition, if there is an additional 
vacation for the children from school such as Spring vacation or 
Easter vacation, then the Defendant may bring the children to Utah 
for visitation during one-half of that vacation time. Finally, the 
Defendant will be allowed to exercise Thanksgiving with the 
children in Utah during every other year. 
6. The paternal grandmother has requested a visitation 
schedule from the Court. While the paternal grandmother is 
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entitled to visitation, this Court cannot enter an Order effecting 
the rights of the paternal grandmother when she is not a party to 
the action before the Court. Before such an Order can be entered, 
the paternal grandmother will have to petition this Court to seek 
an Order for specific visitation rights. 
7. The children have been receiving therapeutic 
counseling by Mr. Thomas Harrison. The Court finds that there is 
a great deal of antagonism between Mr. Harrison and the Defendant. 
The Court recognizes that the Defendant is a person who wants his 
own way, even demands his own way, and when he doesn't get it, he 
tries to force it through other actions. However, while the 
Defendant's antagonism is not productive and should not be 
recognized by the Court to allow the Defendant to get what he 
wants, the Court does recognize that the relationship between Mr. 
Harrison as the counselor and the Defendant as the children's 
father, may no longer be productive to resolving problems between 
the Defendant and the children. Since antagonism appears to exist 
between the counselor and the Defendant, the Court finds that it 
will be in the best interest of the parties and the children to 
place the children with another therapist. 
8. The Court finds that all of the counseling which is 
necessary to assist the parties and the children should be 
commenced within thirty (30) days of June 16, 1992. 
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9. In reviewing the evidence presented by the parties 
regarding their incomes, the Court has heard no testimony as to 
income of the Plaintiff, except that she has stipulated that she 
can earn at least $1,000.00 per month. The Court accepts the 
Stipulation of the Plaintiff and finds that $1,000.00 earned income 
should be imputed or attributed to the Plaintiff for each month. 
Regarding the income of the Defendant, the Court is not persuaded 
by the testimony presented and by the exhibits admitted, when 
taking into consideration the lifestyle of these parties, that they 
could live in the style and manner they have from an income of 
$22,000.00 per year or $16,000.00 per year as represented by the 
Defendant. The Court finds that the parties could not live in that 
lifestyle even on an income of $58,000.00 per year. Based upon the 
evidence presented by all of the accountants and expert witnesses, 
the Court is persuaded that the best evidence relating to the 
Defendant's income is shown by Plaintiff's Exhibit "P-96," except 
for the year 1991. The Court finds that for the purpose of 
determining the Defendant's income, the best evidence is to use 
Plaintiff's Exhibit "P-96," but to use the evidence presented by 
the Defendant for the year 1991 to show his total income as 
reported to the Internal Revenue Service. Accordingly, the Court 
finds that Plaintiff's Exhibit "P-96" should be amended to state 
the amounts on what the parties have referred to as "above the 
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line" which are taken directly from the Defendant's tax returns and 
the Defendant's exhibit which show an adjusted gross income of 
$22,222.00 for the year 1991 with no taxes paid. After this 
adjustment has been made, the appropriate calculations and 
adjustments will be made "below the line" on Plaintiff's Exhibit 
"P-96" and Defendant's income for the purposes of determining child 
support will be the average "estimated gross spendable income," 
which the Court believes will come out at approximately $120,000.00 
per year. The Court finds that will be the best evidence as to the 
income of the- Defendant. The Court finds that the testimony 
presented by Defendant's Exhibit "D-61" simply is not credible when 
it presents to the Court an average income of approximately 
$35,000.00 per year. The parties simply could not live the 
lifestyle they have in the past on that type of income. 
10. Based on the foregoing, attached hereto as Appendix 
A and made a part hereof by reference is the revised and amended 
copy of Plaintiff's Exhibit "P-96" with the adjustments ordered to 
be made to that Exhibit. The Court finds from Attachment A hereto 
that the Defendant's annual income is $137,596.00 per year 
resulting in a gross monthly income of $11,466.00 per month. For 
the purpose of determining child support, the total income of the 
parties is $12,466.00 per year. Attached hereto as Attachment "B" 
and made a part hereof by reference is the Uniform Child Support 
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Worksheet for this case. Based thereon, the Court finds that the 
appropriate amount of child support to be paid by the Defendant to 
the Plaintiff is $1,891.00 per month. Such payments are to be made 
timely by the Defendant so they will be received by the Plaintiff 
one-half on the fifth and one-half on the twentieth days of each 
without any delay in the payments, said payments commencing from 
the date of ruling in this matter, June 16, 1992. Child support 
shall be paid until such times as the minor children reach the age 
of majority or graduate from high school, whichever shall occur 
later. 
11. During the term of the marriage, the Defendant has 
maintained health and accident insurance for the benefit of the 
minor children, and the Court finds that it reasonable for him to 
continue to do so for so long as he is obligated to pay child 
support for their benefit. Any medical expenses incurred for the 
minor children which are not paid for by the policy of health and 
accident insurance will be paid on a ratio proportionate to the 
parties7 income, the Plaintiff paying eight percent (8%) and the 
Defendant paying ninety-two percent (92%) of such uninsured medical 
expenses, provided, however, that the Plaintiff will pay uninsured 
routine medical and dental expenses, including routine office 
visits, physical examinations and immunizations. For purposes of 
definition, all medical care, including dental, orthodontia, 
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counseling, and all other related health care, shall be construed 
to be medical treatment for the children. 
12. Based upon the evidence presented and the length of 
the marriage, the Court finds that an award of alimony in this case 
is appropriate to allow the Plaintiff to continue to live in a 
lifestyle to which she has reasonably become accustomed during the 
marriage. In addition, the Defendant has the ability to pay 
alimony to the Plaintiff and, in light of the parties' lifestyle, 
the earned income, and all other relative evidence received by the 
Court relating to the issue of alimony, this Court does find that 
an award of alimony is appropriate, but in light of the parties' 
ages, and the potential ability of the Plaintiff to earn income, 
the award of alimony should not be without a time limitation. The 
Court finds that based upon the duration of the marriage, ten 
years, is an appropriate time for the Defendant to pay alimony and 
$2,000.00 per month is an appropriate amount to be paid. In 
addition, based upon the Defendant's historic failure to pay 
alimony as required by the terms of the Temporary Order, and based 
upon the Plaintiff's willingness to accept a lump sum payment, the 
Court finds that the award of alimony may be satisfied by the 
Defendant paying a lump sum payment of $120,000.00 as full and 
complete satisfaction of alimony, but that election must be made 
within the next sixty (60) days and paid on or before August 16, 
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1992. All payments of alimony are to be made by the Defendant to 
the Plaintiff so that they are received by the Plaintiff one-half 
on or before the 5th and one-half on or before the 20th days of 
each month. 
13. The Court finds that with the support obligations 
which have been ordered to be paid by the Defendant, it is 
reasonable that such obligations be guaranteed in the event of the 
Defendant's death. During the marriage, the parties have 
maintained insurance on the Defendant's life, and it is reasonable 
that such insurance shall continue in full force and effect until 
the Defendant is no longer obligated to pay child support or 
alimony in this case. The life insurance policy shall be in the 
same amounts as has been carried during the marriage. When the 
requirement to pay alimony ceases, then the Defendant may terminate 
life insurance for the benefit of the Plaintiff, and decrease it so 
that he is providing life insurance for the minor children as 
beneficiaries, except that the policy shall designate that the 
Plaintiff is to receive the funds on behalf of the children for so 
long as the Defendant is obligated to pay child support. 
14. For the purpose of determining the marital estate, 
the Court adopts Plaintiff's Exhibit "P-91" for valuation and 
distribution with certain revisions which will be stated herein. 
Plaintiff's Exhibit "P-91" is to be revised and attached to these 
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Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law as Exhibit "C" to reflect 
the Court's Order and the distribution of the marital estate. In 
determining the values of the assets and the outstanding 
liabilities, the Court finds as follows: 
a. The value of the real property at 36 
Northridge, Sandy, Utah is $273,000.00, and that property will be 
awarded to the Plaintiff. 
b. The Court finds that the best evidence for the 
value of the home at 11807 South Woodridge, Sandy, Utah, was the 
appraisal presented by the Plaintiff's expert, Mr. Bodell, and that 
value is $106,500.00. The Court finds that the parties7 interest 
in the Woodridge property is fifty percent (50%) of the $106,500.00 
or $53,250.00. 
c. The Court is persuaded that the duplex at 3708 
South 3325 West is.actually owned in its entirety by the parties, 
and that the Defendant's brother has no interest in said property 
other than the fact that his name may be on the title. Defendant's 
brother has made no payments on the duplex and has made no tax 
claims either. That property is awarded to the Defendant at a 
value of $46,000.00. 
d. While the Court is suspect of the appraisals on 
the furniture and furnishings which have come before the Court, it 
is clear that the only reliable evidence regarding the furnishings 
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now located in Virginia have come from an appraiser. Accordingly, 
even though the Court is convinced that the personal property 
cannot be replaced for $7,000.00, the only expert valuation which 
the Court has is the appraisal submitted by the Plaintiff. 
Accordingly, the Court finds that the furnishings in Virginia are 
valued at $7,375.00 and that those furniture and furnishings will 
be awarded to the Plaintiff. 
e. There is no contest regarding the Woodridge 
furnishings. The value has been stated by both parties at 
$3,500.00 and those furnishings should be awarded to the Defendant 
at that value. 
f. Regarding the Northridge furnishings, the Court 
is not persuaded that the Defendant understood the intent of his 
own testimony regarding his stated value of the personal property 
while he was testifying. The Court is convinced that the Defendant 
was stating the value that the property had to him and that it 
probably cost that much. While the Defendant testified that the 
value of the property was $18,000.00, and there is no other 
evidence before the Court relating to the value of that personal 
property, the Court finds that the property actually has a lesser 
value than testified to by the Defendant, and that it should be 
arbitrarily reduced to approximately twenty-five percent (25%) of 
its stated value. The Court finds the value of the Northridge 
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furnishings to be $4,5C0.00, and that property will be awarded to 
the Defendant. 
g. The values stated on Plaintiff's Exhibit "P-91" 
regarding the Porsche automobile, the GMC van and the Jeep, are all 
adopted by the Court as being the best evidence of the value of 
those automobiles, and the automobiles will be awarded to each of 
the parties as stated on Plaintiff's Exhibit "P-91." 
h. The Court has received a great amount of 
testimony regarding the boat and its value, but the Court was 
persuaded from the outset, and is even more convinced after hearing 
all of the testimony, that the Plaintiff had possession of the 
boat, she did not have sufficient funds to pay her expenses and to 
raise her children because the Defendant was not paying child 
support or alimony as ordered, and she sold the boat to meet the 
family needs. The best evidence before the Court is that the 
Plaintiff received $4,300.00 from the sale of the boat. While the 
Court is of the opinion that the boat was worth more than 
$4,300.00, and in fact, the Plaintiff received more than $4,300.00, 
but after payment for repairs and other costs, the net benefit to 
the Plaintiff was $4,300.00. It was as a result of actions on the 
part of the Defendant, by his failure to pay support as ordered, 
that the Plaintiff received only $4,300.00 for the sale of the 
boat. The Court finds $4,300.00 to be the best value to be 
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attributed to the boat, and the boat should be awarded to the 
Plaintiff. However, in light of amounts, which are discussed 
later, the amount attributed to the value of the boat to the 
Plaintiff will be taken off of the division of assets. 
i. The Court finds the balance of the assets to be 
as stated on Plaintiff's Exhibit "P-91," including all investments 
and cash, except as follows: 
(1) The investment diamonds should be added as 
an asset and awarded to the Plaintiff at a value of $3,000.00. 
(2) The Brandon Canyon cash amount stated as 
a negative dollar value of $6,266.00 should be eliminated. In 
addition, the note on Lot 23 for Brandon Canyon, Lots 4, 15, 16 and 
17, Brandon Canyon, should all be eliminated. The Court is not 
thoroughly convinced that the Court has received all of the 
information relating to Brandon Canyon as an asset. However, the 
Court is reasonably persuaded that the values stated by the 
Defendant of $319,117.00 is a reasonable value to be attributed to 
Brandon Canyon, except for the fact that the Defendant has received 
or will receive additional money for the sale of lots, for example, 
he has already sold Lot 16 for $171,900.00. The Court finds that 
as Brandon Canyon is developed and the lots are finished, the 
Defendant will sell more homes and will receive additional profit. 
The Court finds that the evidence is so conflicted that it will be 
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necessary to adopt some arbitrary number to determine the value. 
Accordingly, the Court is convinced that the value of Brandon 
Canyon is at least some portion of Lot 16 which has been sold, and 
the value stated by the Defendant of $319,117. While it is 
arbitrary, the Court finds that the only reasonable method for 
placing a value on Brandon Canyon is to take one-third of the value 
of the sale of Lot 16, which was $171,900.00 and add that to the 
values stated by the Defendant. Accordingly, the Court finds that 
the value of Brandon Canyon is $319,117.00, plus $57,300.00 for a 
total value of $376,417.00 and Brandon Canyon will be awarded to 
the Defendant at that value. 
(3) The notes receivable on Plaintiff's 
Exhibit "P-91" will be adjusted and a discount will be allowed. 
The Defendant asserted a discount rate of forty-one percent (41%) 
while the Plaintiff presented a discount rate of ten percent (10%). 
The Court finds that the discount rate of the Defendant is too high 
and the discount rate of the Plaintiff is too low. There is no 
evidence which convinces the Court that any specific number is more 
appropriate than another. However, based upon the evidence 
presented, the Court does find that a twenty percent (20%) discount 
rate is a reasonable rate to be applied to the note and Plaintiff's 
Exhibit "P-91" should be recomputed stating the notes at a value 
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showing twenty percent (20%) discount and then the notes should be 
awarded to the Defendant at those amounts. 
(4) The Court received no testimony regarding 
the asset identified as target capital. That asset should be 
eliminated. 
j. With the foregoing adjustments to values, 
Plaintiff's Exhibit "P-91" should be used to calculate all of the 
assets awarded to each of the parties and the assets should then be 
awarded as stated on that Exhibit. 
k. The Court adopts all of the liabilities as 
stated in Exhibit "P-91" and makes specific findings as follows: 
(1) The notes payable to Key Bank, First 
Security Bank for River Meadows, the mortgage on Woodridgef the 
mortgage on Northridge, the duplex and the funds borrowed from Sara 
Coats and Grace Coats, are accurate at the values stated, and shall 
be paid by each of the parties as designated on Plaintiff's Exhibit 
"P-91." 
(2) The Court finds the liability owed to 
Isabell Coats to be $270,000.00. There was conflicting evidence 
presented to the Court as to the amount of liability owed to 
Isabell Coats. Isabell Coats testified to the Court and stated 
that Defendant's Exhibit "D-50" showed all of the obligation owed 
by the Defendant to her. The total amount of the notes which make 
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up Defendant's Exhibit "D-50" is $270,000.00. While the 
Defendant's certified public accountant testified on the amount of 
the notes and stated that the outstanding balance was $411,025.00, 
that amount was never verified by Isabell Coats, and the Court 
cannot reconcile in its mind the difference between the amount 
testified to by the certified public accountant and the amount 
testified to by Defendant's mother, who is the creditor on the 
note. The Court finds that the most credible evidence is that of 
the creditor and if she were owed more than $270,000.00, that 
testimony certainly would have been presented to the Court. That 
is especially true in the mind of the Court when the Defendant 
placed Isabell Coats on the stand out of time to be able to get her 
testimony in regarding the liability and the amount owed to her by 
the Defendant. Accordingly, the Court specifically finds that the 
preponderance of the evidence is that the outstanding note owed to 
Isabell Coats is in the amount of $270,000.00. 
(3) In reviewing the liability owed by the 
Plaintiff as presented by Exhibit "V-7Q," the Court is not going to 
allow the amounts of those liabilities which is owed to Plaintiff's 
father. Those amounts are to subtracted from the liabilities owed 
by the Plaintiff and Plaintiff Exhibit "P-91" is to reflect that 
change in liability. 
18 
(4) The Plaintiff has testified that she has 
borrowed $5,000.00 from one of the children's trust accounts which 
is not reflected on Exhibit "P-91." That Exhibit, again, should be 
modified to reflect that liability as being owed by the Plaintiff. 
After the foregoing changes have been made to 
Plaintiff's Exhibit "P-91", the Court finds that in order to 
equalize the marital estate, and pursuant to Attachment "CM 
attached to these Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, it will 
be necessary for the Defendant to pay the Plaintiff $144,070.00 to 
equalize the distribution of the marital estate. The Plaintiff 
should be awarded judgment against the Defendant for that amount. 
15. There have been trust accounts established for the 
benefit of the children. The Plaintiff has been ordered to 
reimburse the children's accounts for funds that have been borrowed 
from those accounts. The parties are not to draw any further funds 
from the accounts of the children, except by agreement and 
signature of both parents, or the children if the funds have not 
been disbursed by the time the children reach the age of majority. 
16. The Defendant was ordered to pay temporary child 
support and alimony in this matter. The Court finds that the 
Defendant did have knowledge of the existence of the Order and the 
amounts he was ordered to pay. Further, the Defendant did have 
sufficient assets, sufficient means and sufficient income to pay 
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the obligations he was ordered to pay. The Defendant willfully and 
intentionally, and without just cause, failed to obey the Orders of 
the Court and failed to pay the outstanding obligations he was 
directed to pay. Pursuant to the laws and cases in the state of 
Utah and specifically under Utah Code Annotated, §78-32-10, the 
Defendant is in contempt of the Order of the Court. The Court 
finds that it is reasonable for the Defendant to be fined an amount 
of $200.00 and to be imprisoned in the Salt Lake County Jail for 
thirty (30) days for his contempt. 
However, the Court finds it is reasonable that the 
sentence to jail and the fine should be stayed upon the Defendant 
paying the amounts he has previously been ordered to pay by the 
Temporary Order. The Defendant must pay $13,810.97 on or before 
June 26, 1992, and an additional $13,810.97 on or before July 26, 
1992, for a total payment of $27,621.94. 
17. The Court finds that the foregoing is the amount 
which the Defendant is delinquent pursuant to the Temporary Order 
entered in this matter. The finding of the delinquency is made by 
using the total amount which the Plaintiff claims the Defendant 
should have paid, $79,901.41. However, the Plaintiff stated to the 
Court that there may be some amounts which should be removed. 
While neither party saw fit to go through the Plaintiff's Exhibit 
and specifically eliminate amounts which should not have been paid 
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pursuant . to the Order, each agreed that some amounts might be 
eliminated. The Court has simply adopted ten percent reduction as 
a reasonable amount to eliminate from the expenses submitted by the 
Plaintiff. After reducing $79,901.41 by ten percent and then 
giving the Defendant credit for payment of $44,289.33 which the 
Plaintiff agrees the Defendant has paid toward temporary support 
pursuant to the terms of the existing Temporary Order, that leaves 
a balance of $27,621.94 as previously stated by the Court. 
18. The Defendant should receive credit against the 
amount owed for any charges made on his credit cards by the 
Plaintiff, which have not been charged back to the Plaintiff. In 
addition, he should receive a credit in the amount of $500.00 for 
a snow blower which was sold by the Plaintiff. There should be no 
further deductions from the amount to be paid by the Defendant for 
the past due support. If the Defendant fails to make payment as 
ordered on or before July 26, 1992, then he should report to the 
Salt Lake County Jail for incarceration therein for thirty (30) 
days. 
19. During these proceedings, the Plaintiff received 
checks in the amount of approximately $400.00 which were dividend 
checks. She deposited those checks to the account of Peter Coats, 
Jr., believing that the money belonged to Peter, Jr. The Plaintiff 
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should write a check from the account of Peter Coats, Jr. to the 
Defendant for the amount of those dividends. 
20. The Court finds that the Plaintiff has incurred 
substantial attorney's fees in this matter, well in excess of 
$40,000.00. The Plaintiff is in need of assistance to pay her 
attorney's fees and the Defendant has a substantially greater 
ability to assist in the payment of those fees than does the 
Plaintiff. The Court finds that the time and costs incurred were 
reasonable for the work performed on behalf of the Plaintiff and 
the rate charged for both attorney's fees and legal assistant 
services were also reasonable when considered within the community 
standards. The Court finds that a reasonable amount for the 
Defendant to contribute to the Plaintiff for her attorney's fees is 
$20,000.00 and the Plaintiff should be awarded additional judgment 
against the Defendant in the amount of $20,000.00 as payment toward 
her attorney's fees. The Court specifically finds that under the 
case of Peterson v. Peterson, the Court is not persuaded that case 
holds that professional experts, such as accountants, doctors, 
engineers and others, are the kind of expert that the Appellate 
Court contemplated would receive consideration for payment of 
expert fees. The Court finds that the case of Peterson v. Peterson 
addresses the payment of expert fees only for professionals as it 
relates to custody issues and evaluators. The Court finds that the 
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Plaintiff's request for expert's fees for the professional who have 
testified in this matter and assisted the Plaintiff in preparation 
of her case, should be denied. 
21. The Defendant should be ordered to specifically 
indemnify the Plaintiff from any tax liability which may be 
incurred by the parties for the filing of tax returns for all prior 
years, unless additional tax assessment has been caused by 
misrepresentation or fraud on the part of the Plaintiff. 
Accordingly, the Defendant should be ordered to indemnify and hold 
the Plaintiff harmless from all tax liabilities for all past years 
which may be assessed against the parties. 
In considering tax ramifications, the Court finds that in 
this case, it is reasonable that the Defendant be awarded one of 
the minor children as a dependent for the purpose of filing his 
state and federal income tax returns and the Plaintiff will be 
awarded two of the children for that purpose. Further, it is 
reasonable that if the Plaintiff is not able to utilize two 
children as a deduction, then she should be obligated to notify the 
Defendant and allow him to utilize one or both of those deductions 
for the purpose of filing his state and federal income tax returns. 
22. The Court finds that the Defendant's request that 
the children exercise extended visitation with him this summer for 
the purpose of attending a family reunion is not reasonable in 
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light of the need for a specific visitation schedule which has 
already been addressed by the Court. Specifically, the Court finds 
that the Defendant's request for such visitation be denied. 
23. In this case, it will be necessary that a permanent 
injunction be entered against both parties to enjoin them from 
talking about each other in front of the children, degrading each 
other, or taking any action which would be denigrating to the 
position of one parent. Each party shall be enjoined from 
discussing the proceedings in this case with the children or 
providing them with access to any information or any of the 
pleadings in this case. Any action by either of the parties in 
violation of this injunction should be construed a contempt of 
Court and punished accordingly. 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
Based upon the foregoing Findings of Fact, this Court 
does now enter its just and equitable Conclusions of Law as 
follows: 
1. A Decree of Divorce has heretofore been entered in 
this matter and a Supplemental Decree of Divorce should now be 
entered to reflect the foregoing Findings of Fact. 
2. A Decree of Divorce should incorporate all of the 
terms of the Findings of Fact and should reference to the Findings 
of Fact for purposes of interpretation, including attachments 
24 
hereto, which should be made a part hereof and referenced for any 
future interpretation of the intent of the Court. 
3. This Court does conclude that the Defendant is in 
contempt of prior Orders of this Court and that he should be fined 
and sentenced to jail for his contempt. However, the Court does 
find that the sentence should be stayed if the Defendant complies 
with the Order of the Court. In the event the Defendant fails to 
comply with the Order of the Court, a bench warrant should be 
issued for his arrest and incarceration in the Salt Lake County 
Jail forthwith. 
4. Judgment should be entered in favor of the Plaintiff 
and against the Defendant pursuant to the Findings of Fact 
heretofore entered in this matter and the attachments hereto. 
Judgment should accrue interest at the lawful rate allowed for 
judgments. 
5. All pleadings entered herein should become final 
upon entry. 
DATED this V day of £ ^ * - ^ ^  . 1992. 
District Court Judge 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that I caused to be mailed, a true 
and correct copy ofi the foregoing, FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW, this ^StfTSay of July, 1992, to: 
Melvin G. Larew, Jr., Esq. 
4190 Highland Drive #100" 
Salt Lake City, Utah >H24 
Coats. FOF/P7 
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ATTACHMENT "Bn 
Craig M. Peterson (2579) 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
LITTLEFIELD & PETERSON 
426 South 500.East 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84102 
Teieohone: (801) 531-0435 
IN THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
IN AND FOR SALT LAKE COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH 
ooOoo 
KATHRYN TUCK COATS, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
PETER M. COATS, 
Defendant. 
CHILD SUPPORT OBLIGATION 
WORKSHEET (Sole Custody) 
Case No. 904904876DA 
Judge Homer F. Wilkinson 
•ooOoo-
BASE AWARD CALCULATION; 
Number of Children 
Gross Monthly Income 
Previously Ordered & Paid Alimony 
Previously Ordered Child Support 
Present Family Obligation 
Adjusted Gross Monthly Income 
Based Combined Child Supporr Obligation 
Proportionate Share 
Share of Base Child Support 
Children's Portion of Medical and 
Dental Insurance Premiums 
Monthly Work or Training related 
child care 
BASE CHILD SUPPORT AWARD 
ADJUSTED BASE CHILD SUPPORT AWARD 
Adjusted Base Child Sunoort Award 
Per Child 
CHILD CARE AWARD 
Mother 
$1,000 
$ 0 
$ o $ n/a 
$1,000 
8% 
$ 164 
$ 0 
Father 
$11,466 
$ o $ o $ n/a 
$11,466 
92% 
$ 1,891 
$ 0 
Combined 
3 
$12,466 
$ 2,055 
$ 1,891.00 
$ 1,891.00 
$ 
$ 
630.33 
0 
Coats.CBS/P7 
ATTACHMENT "C" 
COATS V. COATS 
STATKMBBT OP ASSESS 4 LXABZWXZBS 
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1 7 - J U B - 9 2 JOD08 WXUCXSSOM D8CI8XOH JUWB 14
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1992 
CA8B PB98* X. COATS (PBBBOBAXt) 
CA8B COATS UALTI 
CASB C M COBSTBUCTIOW 
pzoaaaa P O B D ZXI 
CASH KBST OBB 114-14003200 (PBZBB 8AVZB0B) 
SOTB BBC VALXO 
50TB BBC DOOO STOBB 
S0TB BBC RALPH CRTSTAI* 11927 SO GSBAB RXBGB 
BOSB BBC WABS BSPLZB 017 S. OUSTBY AOCJC 
BOTS RfeC DBBBIS PLOVO 13131 SO 20S0 W 
MOTS BBC DBHBXS UABBS 11838 8ZDDS* VALLZX 
SOTS RBC OOB008 BBBXtfOBB 191 8 VIVE SB 
MOTB BBC JAM HUM* 9090 SO 440 B 
B 0 « BBC JAB BDBV PBRBOMAZ. t-OAB 
BOI8 BBC WABBBB MAM rOB C8AZO BAUSSB 
3430 SO TBBBACB VXBW DB 
B0TS BBC BODBXOUBZ 
BOT8 BBC RODBXQDBS 
BOOB BBC PAUL 0LSB8 1243 BAST BOZJLBZOOB BOAB 
S 0 n BBC ORBS 8XBOS9 3-11-92 
B O M ABO OUBZB8BT 
BD9B BBC M2CBABL SOZAABB 3-20-92 
MOTB BBC SU8AT BAB JAMBS 9-18-91 
M 0 « aao asufxa axa» 
BOVB BBC JODY MOBAAB 10-21-41 
BO&B BBC BOB B U B B 8-1-91 
MOBS ABO OOBV TOOBO 
B O B B aao S A B B T oxsoa 
BGm-«0£AZ» OB tfOTBS 180
 f 339 
XOTSB9 SZBBAD BAB08 
XBVBST OOASS RSA&XT 
IBVBS* BXVBB MBADOWO 
IBVBST CLOVBB MSADOWS 
IMVBST BBZOBSOB ZiOX 
LXPB IBSUBABCB CABB VMXJJX 
SX808B PflADODX SSCOBXSZSS 
BBBZt BSVATBl 
11807 so aoooazooa (BALP Z B T ) 
34 aoasaazooa B A T 
3708 00 3325 W OOPLEZ (HALT XBT) 
« M M M M « M M M M I 
BALANCX 
4-30.92 
10r276 
441 
300 
3f930 
759 
10f943 
5,900 
999 
889 
1,789 
28f573 
140 
1,999 
2,273 
1,900 
13,042 
2,487 
7,390 
0f200 
70,000 
s,ooo 
3f041 
3,720 
9f70S 
2f203 
lf497 
2f700 
27,000 
10,000 
93f000 
5,000 
13,000 
5,500 
0 
33r250 
273,000 
48,000 
i ^ — M — . .• i i i. ^ ir — M ^ — ^ j W M M — — • — W ^ r 
RUSBAO0 IfZPB 
10,278 
441 
300 
3,938 
759 
10,848 
9,900 
955 
889 
1,755 
28,573 
140 
1,999 
2f273 
1,500 
15,042 
2,487 
7,350 
6,200 
70,000 
0,000 
3,041 
3,720 
5,708 
2,203 
1,497 
2,700 
27 , 000 
10,000 
53,000 
5,800 
13,000 
9,300 
0 
53,250 
273,000 
46,000 
PAOB <1> 
COATS V. COATS 
9TATXNSST OF AS88T8 « LZABXLXTXB8 
JDVK 1 , 1992 
(rxXJM-BCOMPA) 
JUM8T8 
PTK30BAL ASSETS 
1990 OUC COfTOM VAII 
1983 8UBBUMS8A BOAS 22 FOOT 
raiUIZBBZMIM VZftOXMXA 
POBBZBBXSU0 NOftSXZHZDOB 
PtnUTZMBBZHOB WOODBZBOB 
1989 POBSCKE 
1964 J23P 
DZAXDND8 
OOLD 
BBAMOOB CANTOS VALXJB 
DX8COUBT OH HOT1S 620* 
TOTAL A8S8TS 
LIABILITIES 
1 7 ~ J u a - 9 2 JUDOS YfZZJCZBBOM DSCZSZOB iTUBB 1 6 , 1 9 9 2 
0 6 i 4 8 AM — 
BAZJUtCX 
4-30-92 
19,000 
0 
7,37S 
4,300 
3,300 
4a ,150 
5 ,000 
3,000 
400 
378,417 
<»«r°««) 
1,107,107 
4 
3 
42 , 
3, 
376, 
(19, 
793 , 
,500 
,500 
rlSO 
,000 
,417 
048) 
1 3 3 
• • • • • u r n w w w a 
1 9 , 0 0 0 
7 , 3 7 5 
3 , 0 0 0 
4 0 0 
3 1 8 , 7 7 8 
B0T8 PAT X8T BABX 
HOT* PAT PXS8V 3SCTRXCT 
BOVB PAYABLS BZVBR MBAMN8 
BOTB 9ATASL8 KZSDSB PKABOBT 
BOTB PAYABLS ZBABBL COATS 
MOBSO PAT K00D8XD0B 
MOBSO PAT MOBSBBXMB 
KOBTO PAT DUPLET 
KASBKftXBS PBBBOHAZ. LIABILITIES 
LESS KATUX'S PATBSB HOTZS 
TinmS BOBBONES FBOM SABA COATS 
PtfXM S6BB0M8& PHON OBACS COATS 
POTTOS B6AB0WBD BB BATBY PXOM CBSL2JIBB 
TOTAL LZABXL2TXB8 
BET WOBTB 
CA8B TO BgiZALZSB 
3 7 , 0 0 0 
5 , 0 0 0 
3 2 , 0 0 0 
2 7 0 , 0 0 0 
2 7 , 0 0 0 
1 7 2 , 0 0 0 
4 4 , 0 0 0 
6 7 , 0 8 7 
( 4 0 , 9 8 8 ) 
1 3 , 2 0 3 
1 0 , 4 9 0 
9 , 0 0 0 
>—»»^—-
6 4 1 , 7 9 2 
4 6 6 , 1 0 3 
4 6 6 , 1 0 3 
2 7 , 0 0 0 
3,000 
3 2 , 0 0 0 
2 7 0 , 0 0 0 
2 7 , 0 0 0 
4 4 , 0 0 0 
— — — — 
4 1 8 , 0 0 0 
3 7 7 , 1 2 2 
( 1 4 4 , 0 6 9 ) 
2 3 3 , 0 3 2 
1 7 2 , 0 0 0 
6 7 , 0 8 7 
( 4 0 , 9 0 8 ^ 
/ l 3 , 2 0 3 
( 1 0 , 4 9 0 ,* 
Vj-frOOO" 
2 2 6 , 7 9 2 
8 B , 9 6 3 
1 4 4 , 0 6 9 
2 3 3 , 0 9 2 
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A M I T S O H A L XBPOSMATZOVi 
1. ALXHGBY f $2,000 PSX NOBTB POB 10 YBARB OPT I OH $120,000 GASB BUYOUT 
2. CHILD SUPPORT BASBD OB 6137,396 P8B XSAA ABPOX $1,900 PEA MQBTH 
3. 937,000 IB JUBOBMBBTS 
4. 920,000 IB ASTOBSBY PBBS 
5. PAYMBBV OP CAAB TO SQttAUZS KZTBZB 60 DAYS 
PAAK (2) 
1 BEEN DULY SWORN TO TELL THE TRUTH, ASSUMED THE 
2 WITNESS STAND AND TESTIFIED UPON HER OATH AS 
3 FOLLOWS:) 
4 DIRECT EXAMINATION 
5 BY MR. LAREW: 
6 Q MS. COATS, WOULD YOU PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME AND 
7 ADDRESS. 
8 A 
9 Q 
10 A 
11 Q 
12 COATS? 
13 A 
14 -LAW. 
15 Q FIRST OF ALL, I WANT TO RECOGNIZE THAT YOU'RE IN A 
16 TOUGH POSITION. I DON'T THINK I HAVE ANY DISAGREEMENT WITH 
17 THIS, BUT YOU DON'T WANT TO HARM YOUR RELATIONSHIP WITH KATHY 
18 WITH ANYTHING THAT YOU MIGHT TESTIFY TO HERE; IS THAT RIGHT? 
19 A THAT IS CORRECT. 
20 Q YOU DO WANT TO HAVE A GOOD RELATIONSHIP WITH HER, AS 
21 GOOD AS YOU CAN, WITH HER AND THE GRANDCHILDREN AS WELL? 
22 A I HOPE SO. 
23 Q THANK YOU. MS. COATS, FIRST WOULD YOU GIVE US A 
24 LITTLE BIT OF A PHILOSOPHY OF YOUR FAMILY AND ITS TRADITION OF 
25 PASSING ON INHERITANCE AND GIVING GIFTS IN THE FAMILY. 
ISABELL MORTON COATS. 
WHAT IS YOUR RELATIONSHIP TO--. 
I LIVE IN CALIFORNIA. 
WHAT IS YOUR RELATIONSHIP TO PETER COATS AND KATHY 
PETER IS MY SON, KATHY IF FORMERLY MY DAUGHTER-IN 
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EXAM BY LAREW 
1 A I WAS GIVEN FUNDS, GENERALLY STOCKS, BUT THE TIME— 
2 WHEN I WAS FIRST BORN BY MY GRANDFATHER. IT HAS CONTINUED, 
3 AND DID CONTINUE UNTIL, OH, MAYBE SIX OR SEVEN YEARS AGO WHEN 
4 MY FATHER PASSED AWAY. 
5 AND THEN MY MOTHER, OH MAYBE GAVE ONE GIFT OR SO, 
6 AND BY THAT TIME I WAS, SHALL I SAY, COMFORTABLE. MY HUSBAND 
7 HAD A BUSINESS, AND THEN HE RETIRED, SO WE HAD A COMFORTABLE 
8 LIVING AT THAT POINT. 
9 AND WHEN PETER WAS BORN--WELL, I MIGHT SAY WITH MY 
10 FIRST CHILD, HIS GREAT GRANDMOTHER GAVE HIM A GIFT. I SAVED 
11 IT. I KEPT IT. THEN MY MOTHER AND FATHER GAVE TO ALL OF MY 
12 CHILDREN, TO ALL OF THEIR GRANDCHILDREN, IN EQUAL SHARES EVERY 
13 YEAR. 
14 THAT WAS WHEN THE—AS I REMEMBER, THERE WAS A LARGER 
15 LIMITATION ON THE AMOUNT ONE COULD GIVE, BUT IT USED TO BE 
16 $2,000. AND THEN IT INCREASED TO $10,000. AND WE HAVE 
17 CONTINUED AND GIVEN EACH YEAR TO OUR CHILDREN AND TO OUR 
18 GRANDCHILDREN. 
19 Q WHAT HAS BEEN THE SITUATION WHEN THE GRANDCHILD HAS 
20 HAD A SPECIAL NEED? 
21 A WHEN A CHILD, GRANDCHILD, HAS HAD A SPECIAL NEED, 
22 AND THERE HAVE BEEN LIMITATIONS, AS THERE ARE ON ALL YOUNG 
23 FAMILIES, WE HAVE ATTEMPTED TO HELP. WE HAVE PAID FOR PRIVATE 
24 SCHOOLING IN SEVERAL CASES WITH OTHER CHILDREN. 
25 WE PURCHASED A HOME ON A LOAN BASIS FOR MY DAUGHTER 
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EXAM BY LAREW 
1 WHEN SHE HAD NO HOME. 
2 Q I THINK WE'VE—. 
3 A THAT TYPE OF THING. 
4 Q HAVE YOU PROVIDED GIFTS TO YOUR GRANDCHILDREN, KATIE 
5 AND GRACE AND PETER, JUNIOR? 
6 A YES, I HAVE. I HAVE PROVIDED GIFTS EACH YEAR SINCE 
7 THEY WERE BORN. 
8 Q DO THEY EACH HAVE SUBSTANTIAL ACCOUNTS IN THEIR OWN 
9 NAMES NOW? 
10 A I HOPE SO. 
11 Q I UNDERSTAND FROM OUR EARLIER DISCUSSION THAT YOU 
12 UNDERSTAND THAT THEY'RE IN NEED OF ORTHODONTIC WORK, AND THAT 
13 IT WOULD BE YOUR REQUEST OR DESIRE THAT, IF NEED BE, THE FUNDS 
14 BE MADE AVAILABLE OUT OF FUNDS YOU HAVE GIVEN THEM FOR THAT? 
15 A I WOULD PREFER TO KNOW WHAT WOULD BE USED ALMOST ON 
16 A MONTHLY BASIS, AND THAT THE GIFTS BE LEFT INTACT, AND WE 
17 WOULD SEE IF WE COULD HELP ON A MONTHLY BASIS TO PROVIDE THAT 
18 CARE. 
19 Q SO THAT THEY WOULD HAVE THOSE? 
20 A THEY NEED THOSE NEEDS MET. 
21 Q NOW AS FOR GIFT GIVING TO THE CHILDREN AND 
22 GRANDCHILDREN, THAT TRADITIONALLY HAS BEEN IN THE FORM OF 
23 STOCK? 
24 A YES, I WOULD SAY EXCLUSIVELY IN THE FORM OF STOCK, 
25 EXCEPT IF IT IS GIVEN TO AN INSTITUTION FOR EDUCATION, AND 
114 
EXAM BY LAREW 
1 THEN THE AMOUNT IS GIVEN TO THE INSTITUTION FOR EDUCATION. WE 
2 HAVE WRITTEN CHECKS DIRECTLY TO THEM. 
3 AND WE HAVE WRITTEN CHECKS DIRECTLY TO—OH, DEAR, 
4 THE CHILD PSYCHOLOGIST. TOM HARRISON; EITHER I DID OR MY 
5 HUSBAND DID WHEN HE WAS DOING IT. 
6 Q WHEN YOU HAVE GIVEN GIFTS OF STOCK, THEY HAVE BEEN 
7 TO YOUR BLOOD LINE EXCLUSIVELY, YOUR CHILDREN, YOUR ADOPTED 
8 CHILDREN? 
9 A THEY HAVE BEEN EXCLUSIVELY TO THE BLOOD LINE, WITH 
10 THE EXCEPTION OF TWO INDIVIDUALS: OUR STEPDAUGHTER JUDY, AND 
11 OUR—WE CALL THEM OUR ACQUIRED GRANDSON, JOE CLARKSON; THIS IS 
12 MY SON'S WIFE'S SON. 
13 Q SO WHEN YOU HAVE GIVEN OTHER GIFTS, FOR EXAMPLE IT 
14 WAS MENTIONED EARLIER IN THE TRIAL SILVER AND SO ON, YOU GAVE 
15 THAT TO YOUR SON—IN THIS CASE PETER—AND KATHY JOINTLY? 
16 A THAT WAS A—THAT'S KIND OF—THAT WAS A CHRISTMAS 
17 GIFT. WHERE I TRIED TO PROVIDE KATHY, THE SAME AS—THE SAME 
18 GIFT TO ALL THE CHILDREN, EACH ONE. 
19 Q BUT WHEN IT CAME TO YOUR ESTATE PLANNING AND GIVING 
20 GIFTS, THAT WAS EXCLUSIVELY TO CHILDREN AND GRANDCHILDREN,' NOT 
21 DAUGHTERS-IN-LAW, SONS-IN-LAW? 
22 A YES. 
23 Q NOW ARE YOU FAMILIAR WITH THE—. 
24 A I MIGHT SAY THAT THAT WAS A PHILOSOPHY THAT WAS—IF 
25 I MAY INTERRUPT — IT'S A PHILOSOPHY—. 
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EXAM BY LAREW 
1 MR. PETERSON: OBJECTION AS THERE'S NO QUESTION 
2 PENDING AT THIS POINT, YOUR HONOR. 
3 THE COURT: AND I'LL SUSTAIN. 
4 MR. LAREW: I'LL ASK IT DIFFERENTLY, AND THAT 
5 WAS MY NEXT QUESTION ABOUT THE PHILOSOPHY OF YOUR FAMILY AND 
6 THEIR GIVING TRADITION. 
7 A I WAS FIRST TOLD BY MY GRANDFATHER, WHEN HE GAVE ME 
8 THE FIRST AMOUNT OF STOCK THAT I WAS AWARE OF, AT THE POINT OF 
9 BEING OLD ENOUGH TO UNDERSTAND THAT THIS WAS GOING TO BE GIVEN 
10 TO ME, TO PRESERVE THE PRINCIPAL, TO USE THE INCREASE, THAT 
11 THE PRINCIPAL WAS NOT MINE BUT IT WAS TO BE PASSED ON SO NONE 
12 OF HIS SEED WOULD EVER GO HUNGRY. 
13 Q NOW IN NOT GIVING GIFTS OF STOCK TO YOUR DAUGHTERS 
14 -IN-LAW AND SON'S-IN-LAW, THAT DID NOT REFLECT NEGATIVELY ON 
15 THEM IN ANY WAY, DID IT? 
16 A NO, IT DID NOT. 
17 Q NOW GETTING ON TO THE BURTON COMPANY ACCOUNT, ARE 
18 YOU FAMILIAR WITH THAT? 
19 A YES, I AM. 
20 Q REGARDING PETER COATS' SHARE, CAN YOU TELL US HOW IT 
21 CAME THAT HE OBTAINED AN INTEREST IN THAT? 
22 A THERE WERE TWO COMPANIES, THE EDWARD L. BURTON 
23 CORPORATION, THE EDWARD L. BURTON INVESTMENT CORPORATION, AND 
24 MY MOTHER—BECAUSE I WAS DIVORCED WITH THE CHILDREN THAT I 
25 HAD--THEY FORMED A TRUST FOR EACH CHILD. THERE WERE 45 SHARES 
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EXAM BY LAREW 
1 OF EDWARD BURTON COMPANY PLACED IN THIS TRUST FOR EACH ONE OF 
2 MY CHILDREN, AND 80 SHARES OF EDWARD BURTON INVESTMENT TRUST 
3 PLACED IN EACH TRUST FOR EACH ONE OF THE CHILDREN. 
4 Q ARE YOU FAMILIAR WITH WHAT THOSE SHARES OF BURTON 
5 COMPANY STOCK REPRESENTED, OR BURTON COMPANY HOLDINGS, WHAT 
6 THEY WERE? 
7 A FRANKLY I THOUGHT THEY WERE DIVIDED IN 1986 BECAUSE 
8 THE GROWTH OF BOTH OF THEM WERE BOTH COMPANIES THAT PAID 
9 MINIMUM DIVIDENDS. 
10 Q AT THAT TIME IN '86, IT WAS LIQUIDATED AND THE 
11 VESTED STOCKHOLDINGS BY THE BURTON COMPANY WERE TRANSFERRED TO 
12 BENEFICIARIES? 
13 A YES. 
14 Q WHEN DID PETER OBTAIN HIS INTEREST IN THESE BURTON 
15 COMPANY STOCKS? 
16 A I DON'T KNOW, BECAUSE IT WAS PRIOR TO HIS 21ST 
17 BIRTHDAY, AND THEY WERE PLACED IN THE TRUST, AND I DID NOT 
18 KNOW HOW MUCH WAS PLACED IN THE TRUST AT THAT TIME. 
19 Q THAT WAS—. 
20 A I COULD PERHAPS LOOK THE RECORD UP, IF IT WERE 
21 NECESSARY, BECAUSE I WAS GIVEN SOME STATEMENTS. 
22 Q THAT WILL SUFFICE. HOW DOES THAT TRANSFER OUT TO 
23 PETER RELATE TO ANY TYPE OF MARRIAGE TO KATHY? 
24 A HE HAD THE STOCK, THE STOCK WAS ISSUED TO HIM, AND 
25 HE WAS PAID A DIVIDEND ON IT QUARTERLY. 
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EXAM BY LAREW 
1 Q WAS THAT BEFORE OR AFTER HE AND KATHY WERE MARRIED? 
2 A THAT WAS BEFORE HE AND KATHY WERE MARRIED. 
3 MR. PETERSON: YOUR HONOR, I THINK TO SAVE THE 
4 COURT'S TIME. MR. LAREW'S TIME, AND TIME OF THE CASE, I DON'T 
5 KNOW THAT IT'S EVER BEEN DISPUTED THAT THESE FUNDS INITIALLY 
6 WERE FUNDS BELONGING TO PETER COATS. I THINK IT'S WHAT HE HAS 
7 DONE WITH THEM AFTER HE GOT THEM I THINK IS WHAT'S IN DISPUTE 
8 HERE. ITEMS TO WHICH MS. COATS HAS NOT TESTIFIED AT ALL, 
9 ANYTHING SHE'S TESTIFIED TO THUS FAR HAS NOT BEEN DISPUTED ONE 
10 IOTA IN THE PLAINTIFF'S CASE. IN FACT IT'S SO STIPULATED; 
11 QUITE FRANKLY IT'S WHAT OCCURRED FROM '82 FORWARD THAT IS THE 
12 QUESTION. 
13 THE COURT: THANK YOU, COUNSEL. 
14 MR. LAREW: THANK YOU. MS. COATS, YOU HAVE 
15 BEFORE YOU WHAT'S BEEN IDENTIFIED AS DEFENDANT'S EXHIBIT 
16 NO. 50. WILL YOU TAKE A LOOK AT THAT AND SEE IF YOU RECOGNIZE 
17 THAT? 
18 A YES. 
19 Q WHAT IS THAT? 
20 A THIS IS A NOTE THAT PETER MADE TO ME. WE HAD AGREED 
21 VERBALLY BEFORE, AND THEN HE WROTE THE NOTE. 
22 Q AND THIS REPRESENTS THE ORIGINAL NOTE? 
23 A YES. 
24 Q WHEN DID YOU RECEIVE IT FROM PETER? 
25 A AT SOME POINT I RECEIVED IT FROM PETER, QUITE A 
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EXAM BY LAREW 
1 WHILE AGO. I DO NOT KNOW THE DATE, BUT IT'S BEEN WHEN HE 
2 STARTED THE BRANDON CANYON. 
3 Q WELL, THIS NOTE IS DATED JANUARY 26TH. 
4 A I SEE. IT WAS APPROXIMATELY JANUARY 25TH, 1990. 
5 YES, THAT'S WHEN I GOT THE ORIGINAL NOTE. 
6 Q THIS IS DATED JANUARY 26TH. 
7 A THEN IT WOULD BE—EXCUSE ME, IT WOULD BE—I DON'T 
8 KNOW, IT WAS SOMETIME—I DID NOT LOOK UP THE DATES, BUT IT 
9 CAME ALONG WITH IT. 
10 Q NOW--. 
11 A HOWEVER, IT WAS AN OPEN-ENDED NOTE. 
12 Q YOU DID NOT DISBURSE MONEY OUT AT ALL WITH THAT? 
13 A THE MONEY WAS DISBURSED IN INCREMENTS FROM MY KIDDER 
14 MARGIN ACCOUNT AS NECESSARY FOR THINGS IN THE DEVELOPMENT. 
15 Q NOW THE NEED FOR THE NOTE ARE COPIES OF SEVERAL 
16 LETTERS. CAN YOU TELL US WHAT THOSE ARE? 
17 A THIS IS WHAT I WAS TALKING ABOUT. 
18 Q ARE THESE LETTERS COPIES OF LETTERS THAT WERE 
19 WRITTEN BY YOU? 
20 A YES. 
21 Q AND THEY'RE WRITTEN TO FRED A. MORTON AT KIDDER 
22 PEABODY? 
23 A YES. HE'S MY BROTHER. 
24 Q YOU TYPICALLY DEAL THROUGH HIM IN RELATION TO YOUR 
25 ACCOUNTS? 
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EXAM BY LAREW 
1 A YES. 
2 Q WERE THESE WRITTEN AT OR ABOUT THE TIME THAT YOU 
3 GOT--THE DATES ON THESE LETTERS? 
4 A THESE LETTERS ARE DATED, AS FAR AS I KNOW, EXACTLY. 
5 I WOULD SOMETIMES TELEPHONE, AND THEN HE WOULD DO IT, AND I 
6 FOLLOWED UP WITH A LETTER; BUT USUALLY IT WAS WRITTEN IN 
7 ANTICIPATION. 
8 Q BUT THESE REPRESENT DRAWS AGAINST THAT NOTE, 
9 $400,000? 
10 A YES. 
11 Q THE FIRST ONE IS MARCH 3, 1990? 
12 A YES. 
13 Q THIS LOAN. TO THE BEST OF YOUR RECOLLECTION, THIS 
14 FIRST LETTER OF MARCH 3, 1990, WAS DONE AFTER PETER HAD 
15 ALREADY SIGNED THE PROMISSORY NOTE ON TOP; IS THAT RIGHT? 
16 A YES. 
17 Q DO YOU MAKE LOANS TO YOUR OTHER CHILDREN AS WELL? 
18 A IF THEY—WHEN THEY HAVE NEEDED IT. 
19 Q WAS THIS IN FACT A BONA FIDA LOAN TO PETER, EXHIBIT 
20 NO. 50, ON THE PROMISSORY NOTE? 
21 A YES. 
22 Q YOU EXPECTED REPAYMENT? 
23 A YES. 
24 Q HAD YOU EVER LOANED PETER MONEY BEFORE? 
25 A YES. 
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EXAM BY LAREW 
1 Q WHAT WAS THE PAYMENT HISTORY ON THOSE? 
2 A THEY WERE PAID. 
3 Q WHAT WAS THE SOURCE OF YOUR FUNDS FOR THIS LOAN TO 
4 PETER? 
5 A STOCK HELD AT KIDDER PEABODY IN A MARGIN ACCOUNT. 
6 Q DID YOU SELL THE STOCK? 
7 A NO, I DID NOT. 
8 Q HOW DID YOU OBTAIN THE MONEY? 
9 A I OBTAINED IT BY BORROWING ON A MARGIN ACCOUNT. 
10 THAT WAS THE TERM STIPULATED. 
11 Q THEN THAT'S WHAT, ONE PERCENT OVER KIDDER PEABODY' 
12 ON THE NOTE, THAT REPRESENTS YOUR MARGIN ABOVE WHAT YOU HAD 
13 PAY FOR YOUR BORROWING OF THE MONEY? 
14 A YES. 
15 Q YOU INTEND TO HAVE FULL REPAYMENT FROM PETER ON 
16 THIS? 
17 A YES. 
18 Q IS THERE ANY DOUBT IN YOUR MIND THAT YOU'RE GOING 
19 REQUIRE REPAYMENT OR GIVE IT AS A GIFT? 
20 A NO. 
21 Q ARE YOU FAMILIAR WITH THE TAX LAWS REGARDING GIFT 
22 TAXES? 
23 A YES. 
°4 Q DID YOU PAY ANY GIFT TAX ON ANY OF THIS MONEY 
25 DISBURSED? 
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1 A NO. 
2 Q DO YOU HAVE MEANS SUFFICIENT THAT YOU WOULD HAVE HAD 
3 TO PAY A GIFT TAX? 
4 A YES. I HAVE BEEN VERY CAREFUL ABOUT THAT. THAT'S 
5 THE REASON WHEN I HAVE EVER GIVEN A GIFT FOR A CHILD'S SPECIAL 
6 EDUCATION, I HAVE ALWAYS WRITTEN THE CHECK DIRECTLY TO THE 
7 INSTITUTION OR DIRECTLY TO THE PERSON INVOLVED SO IT'S NOT 
8 CONSTRUED AS A CASH GIFT. 
9 Q NOW THERE WAS SOME EARLIER TESTIMONY ABOUT SOME 
10 ITEMS, THAT THE SOURCE OF THOSE ARE IN DISPUTE. LET ME REFER 
11 TO THEM: STAINED GLASS WINDOW FROM PETER'S BROTHER. DO YOU 
12 KNOW WHAT THAT HAS REFERENCE TO? 
13 A YES. 
14 Q WHAT IS THAT? 
15 MR. PETERSON: THAT'S NOT A DISPUTED ITEM, AND 
16 I UNDERSTOOD THE TESTIMONY OF KATHRYN COATS TO BE THAT SHE 
17 AGREED IT WAS A PIECE OF GLASS THAT CAME FROM HIS BROTHER. 
18 THE COURT: THANK YOU, COUNSEL. 
19 Q WHO WAS THE RECIPIENT OF THAT FROM PETER'S BROTHER'S 
20 ESTATE? 
21 A PETER. 
22 THE COURT: IT'S NOT DISPUTED, COUNSEL. 
23 MR. PETERSON: IT'S NEVER BEEN DISPUTED THAT 
24 THE DEFENDANT CAN RECEIVE THAT. 
25 Q SIX CHAIRS FROM PETER'S GRANDPARENTS? DO YOU KNOW 
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1 THOSE CHAIRS? 
2 MR. PETERSON: OBJECTION. FOUNDATION. 
3 A YES. 
4 THE COURT: SHE MAY ANSWER. 
5 A YES. 
6 Q DO YOU KNOW OF THE SOURCE OF THOSE CHAIRS? 
7 A YES. 
8 Q WHAT WAS THE SOURCE OF THOSE? 
9 A MY MOTHER'S DINING ROOM. 
10 Q DO YOU KNOW WHO THEY WERE GIVEN TO AND WHEN? 
11 A THEY WERE GIVEN TO PETER. YOU KNOW, FOUR OR FIVE 
12 YEARS AGO I GUESS. I DON'T KNOW, IT WAS VERY SHORTLY AFTER 
13 THEY GOT THE HOUSE. 
14 Q THERE WAS REFERENCE TO AN ANTIQUE WOOD STOVE FROM 
15 PETER'S GRANDPARENTS' CABIN. ARE YOU FAMILIAR WITH THAT? 
16 A YES. 
17 Q DO YOU KNOW WHO THAT WAS GIVEN TO OUT OF THE CABIN? 
18 A IT WAS GIVEN TO PETER BECAUSE PETER GREW UP WITH THE 
19 CABIN. IT WAS FOR HIS HOME. 
20 Q WERE ANY OF THOSE GIFTS I MENTIONED GIVEN TO PETER 
21 AND KATHRYN JOINTLY? 
22 A THE STOVE, I WOULD HAVE A HARD TIME SAYING, BECAUSE 
23 THEY WERE A FAMILY. THEY NEEDED IT IN THEIR HOME. I THOUGHT 
24 IT WOULD LOOK NICE. 
25 Q THERE WERE OTHER ITEMS YOU GAVE TO THEM? 
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1 A YES. 
2 Q WHAT'S THE CURRENT STATE OF YOUR RELATIONSHIP WITH 
3 YOUR GRANDCHILDREN KATIE AND GRACIE AND PETER? DO YOU HAVE A 
4 GOOD RELATIONSHIP WITH THEM? 
5 A IT'S BEEN A VERY LIMITED RELATIONSHIP. 
6 Q DO YOU WANT TO SEE THEM AND KEEP IN CONTACT? 
7 A YES, I DO. 
8 Q WHAT ABOUT YOUR HUSBAND; DO YOU KNOW? 
9 A MY HUSBAND IS VERY FOND OF THE CHILDREN. WE ENJOY 
10 OUR GRANDCHILDREN. WE WOULD LIKE TO HAVE A RELATIONSHIP WITH 
11 THEM. 
12 Q DO YOU HAVE A MEANS TO PAY FOR VISITATION THAT MIGHT 
13 OCCUR WITH YOU AND THE CHILDREN SHOULD THAT BE GRANTED? 
14 A YES. 
15 MR. PETERSON: OBJECTION TO THAT QUESTION. 
16 THERE'S NO INTERVENER PETITION BEFORE THIS COURT BY THIS 
17 WITNESS SEEKING GRANDPARENT VISITATION PURSUANT TO THE UTAH 
18 CODE 30-4, 30-6, AND FOR HER TO ASSERT AN INDEPENDENT RIGHT IN 
19 THIS DIVORCE PROCEEDINGS, UNLESS SHE'S FILED AN INDEPENDENT 
20 PETITION PURSUANT TO UTAH CODE, SHE HASN'T DONE IT AND HER 
21 VISITATION RIGHT ARISES IN THIS PROCEEDING OUT OF AND THROUGH 
22 THE DEFENDANT EXCLUSIVELY. 
23 MR. LAREW: I THINK THIS IS A COURT OF EQUITY, 
24 AND OBVIOUSLY THE ISSUE WE'RE TRYING FOR IS THE BEST INTERESTS 
25 OF THE CHILDREN. 
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1 THE COURT: I'M GOING TO ALLOW HER TO TESTIFY. 
2 I UNDERSTAND WHAT YOU'RE SAYING. COUNSEL. THE COURT WOULD BE 
3 TAKING IT INTO CONSIDERATION. 
4 MR. PETERSON: AS LONG AS THE COURT UNDERSTANDS 
5 WE OBJECT TO ANY ORDER THAT GRANTS GRANDPARENT VISITATION. 
6 THE COURT: I UNDERSTAND. 
7 Q WHAT DO YOU DESIRE AS FAR AS VISITATION BETWEEN 
8 YOURSELF AND THE TWO GRANDCHILDREN--IT'S THREE? 
9 A I WOULD LIKE INFORMAL, NATURAL VISITATION PERIODS 
10 WHERE I CAN GET TO KNOW MY GRANDCHILDREN, KEEP WITH THEM WHERE 
11 I AM NOT LIMITED BY SHORT VISITATION HOURS DELIVERED BY A 
12 CERTAIN TIME TO A CERTAIN TIME AFTER A PERIOD OF THREE OR FOUR 
13 HOURS IN A STRANGE PLACE. 
14 Q DO YOU WANT PETER AND KATHRYN'S DIFFERENCES TO COME 
15 BETWEEN YOU AND YOUR GRANDCHILDREN? 
16 A I DO NOT . 
17 MR. LAREW: NOTHING FURTHER, YOUR HONOR. 
18 MR. PETERSON: COULD I HAVE A MOMENT, YOUR 
19 HONOR? 
20 MR. LAREW: I MAY HAVE OVERLOOKED THAT EXHIBIT 
21 GETTING ADMITTED. 
22 THE COURT: YOU HAVEN'T OFFERED IT. 
23 MR. LAREW: I WOULD NOW, YOUR HONOR. 
24 MR. PETERSON: I WOULD OBJECT TO ITS ADMISSION, 
25 RESERVING CROSS-EXAMINATION. AND ASK THE COURT TO RULE ON THE 
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1 ADMISSION FOLLOWING CROSS-EXAMINATION. 
2 THE COURT: I WILL GRANT YOUR REQUEST. 
3 MR. PETERSON: THANK YOU. 
4 CROSS-EXAMINATION 
5 BY MR. PETERSON: 
6 Q MS. COATS, I'M GOING TO HAND YOU THE ORIGINAL NOTE 
7 WHICH HAS BEEN MARKED AS DEFENDANT'S EXHIBIT NO. 50, AND I'M 
8 GOING TO GO THROUGH A BIT OF YOUR TESTIMONY. YOU TESTIFIED TO 
9 THE COURT THAT YOU RECEIVED THAT NOTE DURING JANUARY OF 1990: 
10 IS THAT CORRECT? 
11 A I'M SORRY, COUNSEL; I DO NOT KNOW THAT IT WAS 
12 JANUARY IT CAME. IT PROBABLY WAS PUT IN THE BOTTOM OF A FILE 
13 DRAWER AND I CAN RETRIEVE IT. 
14 Q I DID UNDERSTAND YOUR TESTIMONY CORRECTLY WHEN I 
15 HEARD YOU SAY TO THE COURT THAT YOU RECEIVED IT BEFORE MARCH 
16 3, 1990; THAT'S THE SECOND PAGE OF THE DOCUMENT? 
17 A I BELIEVE SO, YES. 
18 Q MS. COATS — 
19 A IT WAS. 
20 Q —ISN'T IT TRUE, AND I WANT TO ASK THIS QUESTION TO 
21 YOU IN A STRAIGHTFORWARD FASHION, ISN'T IT TRUE THAT THIS NOTE 
22 WAS MANUFACTURED BY PETER COATS AFTER THE COMMENCEMENT OF 
23 THESE PROCEEDINGS AND SENT TO YOU AT A DATE LONG AFTER KATHRYN 
24 COATS COMMENCED THESE PROCEEDINGS FOR DIVORCE? 
2 5 A NO. 
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1 Q SO YOU RECEIVED THEN THAT NOTE IN IT'S ORIGINAL FORM 
2 ON A DATE SOMETIME IN EARLY 1990? 
3 A YES . 
4 Q MS. COATS, I WANT YOU TO LOOK AT THE NOTARY STAMP ON 
5 THAT DOCUMENT. DO YOU SEE WHO IT WAS NOTARIZED BY? 
6 A YES. 
7 Q WHAT'S THE NAME THERE? 
8 A JANET H. WILKINSON. 
9 Q DO YOU KNOW JANET WILKERSON? 
10 A YES. 
11 Q THAT'S PETER'S SECRETARY? DO YOU KNOW THAT SHE 
12 DIDN'T BEGIN TO WORK FOR PETER UNTIL AFTER JANUARY, 1990 
13 SOMETIME? 
14 A I DIDN'T KNOW WHEN SHE STARTED TO WORK. 
15 Q I WANT TO ASK YOU--. 
16 A MAY I ANSWER: I DO NOT KNOW THAT THE NOTE I HAVE IS 
17 NOTARIZED. 
18 Q ISN'T THIS THE NOTE THAT YOU HAVE IN FRONT OF YOU? 
19 YOU TESTIFIED THIS IS THE ORIGINAL NOTE. 
20 A YES, BUT I DON'T KNOW WHETHER THIS BUSINESS ON IT AT 
21 THE BOTTOM WAS THERE WHEN I GOT THE NOTE. 
22 Q YOU TOLD THE COURT THAT IT WAS, YOU RECEIVED IT IN 
23 ITS CURRENT FORM. DO YOU CHANGE YOUR TESTIMONY AT THIS POINT? 
24 A I CANNOT BE SURE, SIR. 
25 Q I'LL ASK YOU THIS QUESTION, AND I PREFACE IT WITH 
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i SOMETHING WHICH THE COURT MAY TAKE JUDICIAL NOTICE OF, AND I 
2 WOULD ASK THE COURT TO DO SO, THAT THE NOTARY BOND IS ISSUED 
3 IN THIS STATE FOR FOUR YEARS OF VALIDITY; THAT IS, THAT IT IS 
4 ONLY VALID FOR FOUR YEARS. MS. COATS, YOU NOTICE THAT THE 
5 STAMPED DATE ON THE EXPIRATION FOR JANET WILKERSON IS 
6 SEPTEMBER 10, 1995. DO YOU SEE THAT ON THE DOCUMENT IN FRONT 
7 OF YOU? 
8 A IT MUST BE ON THIS THING. YES, I SEE IT, YES. 
9 Q YOU SUBTRACT FROM 1995. IT WOULD NOT BE POSSIBLE FOR 
10 THIS NOTARY BOND TO HAVE BEEN ISSUED PRIOR TO SEPTEMBER 20. 
11 1991. SO DO YOU REALIZE THAT? 
12 A I DID NOT REALIZE THAT, AND I DO NOT REALIZE THAT— 
13 I'M SORRY, I DO NOT. I WAS LOOKING AT THE TOP PART OF THE 
14 NOTE THAT PETER SIGNED TO WALLY AND ME. 
15 Q I'M GOING TO ASK YOU THE QUESTION ONE MORE TIME. 
16 THIS NOTE IN FACT WAS MANUFACTURED BY PETER AND SENT TO YOU 
17 LONG AFTER THESE DIVORCE PROCEEDINGS BEGAN. WASN'T IT? 
18 A NO. 
19 Q DIDN'T PETER INDICATE TO YOU THAT AS A RESULT OF THE 
20 PRETRIAL IN FRONT OF THE COURT. AND THE ASSERTION THAT THERE 
21 WAS NO EVIDENCE DOCUMENTING THE $400,000 IN LIABILITY TO YOU, 
22 THAT YOU WOULD HAVE TO HAVE A NOTE, AND HE SENT YOU THIS NOTE? 
23 A NO. 
24 Q AND YOU SAY THAT EVEN IN LIGHT OF THE FACT THAT THIS 
25 NOTE COULD NOT HAVE EXISTED IN ITS PRESENT FORM PRIOR TO 
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1 SEPTEMBER 20. 1991? 
2 A AS I SAY, I DO NOT KNOW THAT THIS BOTTOM WAS ON THE 
3 NOTE THAT HE SENT ME. 
4 Q MS. COATS, THESE COPIES OF LETTERS, DID YOU PREPARE 
5 THOSE ON A DATE SUBSEQUENT TO SEPTEMBER 20, 1991 AT YOUR SON'S 
6 REQUEST? 
7 A NO, I DID NOT. 
8 MR. PETERSON: YOUR HONOR, I'M GOING TO OBJECT 
9 TO THE ADMISSION OF THE DOCUMENT. IT'S CLEAR ON ITS FACE THAT 
10 THE DOCUMENT IS NOT AUTHENTICATED AS OF THE DATE REPRESENTED 
11 ON THE DOCUMENT. THE DOCUMENT CONTAINS AN AUTHENTICATION BY 
12 JANET WILKERSON SHOWING AN EXPIRATION OF THE NOTARY PUBLIC 
13 DATED SEPTEMBER 20, 1995. UNDER UTAH LAW, THAT COULD NOT HAVE 
14 BEEN ISSUED PRIOR TO SEPTEMBER 20, 1991. THE NOTE CONTAINS A 
15 DATE OF JANUARY 26, 1990. 
16 IT'S QUITE CLEAR THAT AN AUTHENTICATION OF THE 
17 NOTE IS A FALSIFICATION AT BEST, AND THE NOTE ITSELF MAY HAVE 
18 BEEN MANUFACTURED, CLEARLY HAD TO HAVE BEEN MANUFACTURED 
19 SUBSEQUENT TO THE DATE THE NOTE ITSELF BEARS. 
20 BASED ON THAT EVIDENCE THAT IS PRESENTED TO THE 
21 COURT, AND THE CONFLICTING TESTIMONY OF THE WITNESS, WHICH IS 
22 INTENDED TO AUTHENTICATE THE NOTE, ALONG WITH THE 
23 AUTHENTICATION ITSELF, THIS NOTE SHOULD NOT BE ADMISSIBLE 
24 BEFORE THIS COURT IN THE CONDITION IT'S IN. 
25 MR. LAREW: IN THAT EVENT, WE OFFER IT AS AN 
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1 UNAUTHENTICATED TESTIMONY. THAT SHE DIDN'T KNOW WHETHER IT HAD 
2 THAT NOTARIZATION ON WHEN SHE RECEIVED IT, AND NOTED THE FACT 
3 THAT IT MAY HAVE BEEN PLACED ON THERE LATER, BUT HER TESTIMONY 
4 WAS THAT IT WAS A BONA FIDE LOAN AND THOSE LETTERS REFLECT 
5 BONA FIDE DRAWS AGAINST THAT LOAN AT OR ABOUT THAT TIME. THE 
6 SUBSEQUENT LETTERS UNDERNEATH THAT VERIFY THAT AND IN THE 
7 INCREMENTS DATED FOLLOWING THAT FROM THESE COPIES BEGINNING IN 
8 MARCH, APPROXIMATELY FIVE OR SIX WEEKS AFTER THE DATE OF THIS 
9 NOTE. 
10 SO I THINK IT IS ADMISSIBLE. THE QUESTION MAY 
11 GO TO WEIGHT, BUT I THINK IT'S ADMISSIBLE. 
12 MR. PETERSON: I DON'T THINK IT IS. UNDER THE 
13 AUTHENTICATION EVIDENCE THAT'S BEEN PRESENTED, THE DOCUMENT IS 
14 NOT ADMISSIBLE, ADEQUATE FOUNDATION NOT HAVING BEEN LAID FOR 
15 WHAT IS TESTIFIED TO AS BEING REPRESENTED AS A NOTE THAT 
16 EXISTED AND WAS AUTHENTICATED FULLY IN JANUARY OF 1990. IT 
17 DOESN'T MEET THE BURDEN. 
18 THE COURT: I WOULD ASK YOU, COUNSEL--OF COURSE 
19 YOU ASKED ME TO TAKE JUDICIAL NOTICE AS FAR AS THE NOTARY 
20 STAMP IS CONCERNED. NOTARY STAMPS USED TO BE GOOD FOR FIVE 
21 YEARS, BUT I HAVE NO INDEPENDENT KNOWLEDGE. I SHOULD SAY THAT 
22 THE SEAL USED TO BE GOOD FOR FIVE YEARS; WHETHER THE STAMPS 
23 ARE DIFFERENT I DON'T KNOW. 
24 I DON'T WANT TO GET IN AN ARGUMENT ON THAT, SO 
25 I HAVE NO IDEA WHETHER YOU'RE ASKING ME TO TAKE JUDICIAL 
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1 NOTICE OF — I DON'T QUESTION THAT YOU'RE TELLING ME THE TRUTH. 
2 BUT I DON'T KNOW THAT. 
3 MR. PETERSON: I'M SAYING. IN RESPONSE TO THE 
4 COURT'S QUESTION, IF THEY'RE GOOD FOR FIVE YEARS, IT STILL 
5 DESTROYS THE AUTHENTICATION. 
6 THE COURT: I UNDERSTAND WHAT YOU'RE SAYING 
7 THERE. 
8 MR. PETERSON: THAT'S—. 
9 THE COURT: BUT I'M NOT IN A POSITION RIGHT NOW 
10 TO TAKE JUDICIAL NOTICE OF WHAT YOU HAVE SAID CONCERNING THE 
11 NOTARY STAMP. THE COURT IS GOING TO ADMIT INTO EVIDENCE 
12 DEFENDANT'S EXHIBIT NO. 50, AND THE COURT HAS HEARD TESTIMONY 
13 ON DIRECT AND ON CROSS-EXAMINATION, AND THE COURT WOULD ALLOW 
14 IT AND HAVE IT GO TO THE WEIGHT OF THE EVIDENCE AS TO 
15 BELIEVABILITY CONCERNING THE NOTE. 
16 Q THE SIX CHAIRS, THOSE WERE GIVEN BY YOUR MOTHER. AS 
17 I UNDERSTAND IT: IS THAT CORRECT? 
18 A YES. 
19 Q AND AS I UNDERSTAND IT, GIFTS TYPICALLY ARE GIVEN TO 
20 CHILDREN—WERE THOSE GIVEN TO HER GRANDCHILDREN? 
21 A YES. 
22 Q YOU'RE AWARE THAT THOSE CHAIRS HAVE BEEN USED BY HER 
23 GRANDCHILDREN TODAY? 
24 A YES. 
25 Q THEN LIKELY THEY WERE GIVEN TO GRANDCHILDREN, THEY 
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1 OUGHT TO REMAIN IN THE POSSESSION OF PETER. GRAGIE AND KATIE: 
2 IS THAT CORRECT? 
3 A YES. 
4 Q MS. COATS, YOU'VE BEEN PRESENT DURING THE TESTIMONY, 
5 PRESENT PRIMARILY FOR MOST OF THE TIME TESTIMONY WAS PRESENTED 
6 DURING LAST THURSDAY AND AGAIN TODAY; IS THAT CORRECT? 
7 A I DO NOT KNOW. 
8 Q WELL, I'LL TELL YOU I'M INTRIGUED BY THIS STATEMENT 
9 —WHO MADE THE STATEMENT, "SO THAT NONE OF MY KIDS GO HUNGRY"? 
10 A MY GRANDFATHER. 
11 Q IS THAT PETER'S GREAT GRANDFATHER? 
12 A YES. 
13 Q HIS SON WAS MR. BURTON, I TAKE IT? 
14 A YES. 
15 Q AND IS IT YOUR TESTIMONY, THEN, THAT EACH OF YOU, AS 
16 YOU PASS ON FOR YOUR GRANDCHILDREN, RETAIN THAT SAME SENTIMENT 
17 OR THAT SAME DIRECTION, "SO THAT NONE OF MY SEED SHALL GO 
18 HUNGRY?" 
19 A YES. 
20 Q YOU HAVE HEARD YOUR GRANDCHILDREN HAVE BEEN 
21 RECEIVING FOOD FROM THE BISHOP'S STOREHOUSE: IS THAT CORRECT? 
22 A I CANNOT BELIEVE IT; I DID NOT HEAR IT UNTIL 
23 TESTIMONY. 
24 Q YOU HAVE HEARD THAT YOUR SON HAS REFUSED TO PAY 
25 $1,200 IN SUPPORT AND MAINTENANCE FOR HIS FAMILY FROM THE DATE 
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i OF JANUARY 1ST UNTIL MAY THE 21ST, 1992? 
2 A I DID NOT. I DO NOT KNOW THE DATES. I DO NOT KNOW 
3 THAT. 
4 Q NOW THIS ISSUE OF VISITATION, MY CONDOLENCES ON YOUR 
5 MOTHER'S PASSING, BUT YOUR FAMILY GATHERED APPROXIMATELY A 
6 WEEK AND A HALF AGO FOR HER LAST RIGHTS; IS THAT CORRECT? 
7 A YES. 
8 Q AND YOUR GRANDCHILDREN, KATIE, GRACIE AND PETER, 
9 WERE AT THE VIEWING AND AT VARIOUS FAMILY FUNCTIONS THAT 
10 OCCURRED; IS THAT CORRECT? 
11 A YES. 
12 Q IN FACT THEY WERE PRESENT BUT THEIR FATHER LEFT AND 
13 WENT TO LAKE POWELL FOR SOMETIME? 
14 A THAT IS MY FAULT; THINGS WERE MOVED UP. 
15 Q THEY WERE THERE AND YOU HAD AN OPPORTUNITY TO BE 
16 WITH THEM DURING THAT PERIOD OF TIME? 
17 A I HAD AN OPPORTUNITY TO BE WITH—MY MOTHER HAD 90 
18 DESCENDANTS WHO I HAD NOT SEEN, AND I SPENT VERY LITTLE TIME 
19 WITH THEM. 
20 Q I UNDERSTAND THAT. 
21 A IT WASN'T CONSTRUED AS A VISIT. I APPRECIATE VERY 
22 MUCH THEIR BEING ALLOWED TO COME. 
23 Q IN FACT KATHRYN COATS HAS, FROM TIME TO TIME, MADE 
24 THE CHILDREN AVAILABLE FOR YOU TO VISIT WITH THEM, EVEN THOUGH 
25 THEIR FATHER WAS NOT GOING TO BE PRESENT; ISN'T THAT ACCURATE? 
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1 A NO. 
2 Q ISN'T IT A FACT, HASN'T THE ONLY TIME THEY HAVE EVER 
3 MISSED A VISITATION WITH YOU WAS AT THE COATS FAMILY REUNION 
4 WHEN KATIE WAS IN CAMP IN VIRGINIA? 
5 A NO. 
6 Q WHAT OTHER TIME HAVE THEY MISSED? 
7 A I WAS UNABLE TO SEE THEM IN APRIL. 
8 Q OF WHICH YEAR? 
9 A APRIL OF THIS YEAR. 
10 Q YOU WERE HERE IN SALT LAKE AT THAT TIME. 
11 A YES. 
12 Q DID YOU ASK TO SEE THEM? 
13 A YES. 
14 Q WERE YOU TOLD WHAT THE CONFLICT WAS? 
15 A I HAD MY DAUGHTER-IN-LAW JANET TELEPHONE MRS. BODELL 
16 OR SOMETHING, AND CALLS WERE NEVER RETURNED. 
17 Q WERE YOU TOLD THAT KATHRYN WAS MOVING TO VIRGINIA AT 
18 THE TIME? WEREN'T YOU TOLD THAT? 
19 A I DID NOT KNOW WHERE KATHRYN WAS. 
20 Q AND YOU COULDN'T FIND OUT BECAUSE KATHRYN'S 
21 TELEPHONE HAD BEEN DISCONNECTED; WASN'T THAT CORRECT? 
22 A NO. 
23 Q WHEN YOU CALLED, WEREN'T YOU TOLD THAT HER TELEPHONE 
24 HAD BEEN DISCONNECTED? 
25 A I HAD CALLED EARLIER AND I WAS TOLD THAT IT WAS 
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1 TEMPORARILY DISCONNECTED, YES. 
2 Q WERE YOU TOLD BY YOUR SON THAT IT WAS DISCONNECTED 
3 BECAUSE HE WOULDN'T PAY THE PHONE BILL? 
4 A NO. 
5 Q THAT'S WHY YOU HAD TO CALL MRS. BODELL, THE 
6 NEIGHBOR? 
7 A YES, I WAS TOLD THAT THE PHONE WAS DISCONNECTED 
8 BECAUSE THE HOUSE WAS SOLD. 
9 Q FINALLY MRS. BODELL TOLD YOUR DAUGHTER JANET THAT 
10 KATHRYN WAS IN VIRGINIA ON A TEMPORARY BASIS AND WOULD BE 
11 RETURNING IN MAY, DIDN'T SHE? 
12 A I DON'T KNOW. 
13 MR. PETERSON: THAT'S ALL I HAVE. THANK YOU. 
14 EXCUSE ME, YOUR HONOR; JUST ONE MOMENT. CAN I HAVE ABOUT 
15 THREE MINUTES HERE? 
16 THE COURT: ARE YOU INDICATING THAT YOU WANT TO 
17 WAIT TO--. 
18 MR. PETERSON: HE COULD GO AHEAD WITH REDIRECT. 
19 THE COURT: DO YOU HAVE ANY? 
20' REDIRECT EXAMINATION 
21 BY MR. LAREW: 
22 Q IF IN FACT THE GRANDCHILDREN WERE NOT GETTING— 
23 THROUGH THE ORDINARY COURSE, GETTING IT THROUGH THE BISHOP'S 
24 STOREHOUSE, WOULD IT BE YOUR INTENT, BY THOSE GIFTS, TO HAVE 
25 THEM NOT GO HUNGRY BY VIRTUE OF YOUR GIFTS, THAT THEY COULD 
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1 USE THAT TO LIVE ON? 
2 A I AT ONE TIME TOLD KATHRYN AT THE FRONT DOOR THAT I 
3 WISH SHE WOULD LET ME KNOW. 
4 Q HOW MUCH HAVE YOU GIVEN TO EACH OF THE CHILDREN? 
5 A I'M SORRY, I WOULD HAVE TO STOP AND FIGURE IT OUT. 
6 Q CAN YOU APPROXIMATE? 
7 A I CAN APPROXIMATE. 
8 Q GO AHEAD AND DO THAT. 
9 A IT'S WITHIN THE REALM OF BETWEEN SAY $8,000 A YEAR 
10 EVER SINCE THE LAW WAS CHANGED TO ALLOW TO GIVE $10,000: 
11 $8,000 TO $9,000 THEN BEFORE THEN. 
12 Q THAT WAS ABOUT HOW MANY YEARS AGO, BY YOUR 
13 UNDERSTANDING? 
14 A ABOUT THREE YEARS, I GUESS THREE YEARS OR FOUR 
15 YEARS; I'M SORRY, I DO NOT KNOW TAX LAW. 
16 Q WOULD IT BE FAIR—. 
17 A WE WERE—I WOULD GIVE UP A ROUND NUMBER, AND THAT 
18 WAS SO THAT I WOULD STAY UNDER THE AMOUNT ALLOWED FOR THE 
19 GOVERNMENT BEFORE I WOULD HAVE TO FILE ANY TAX, GIFT TAX 
20 THING. I DID NOT WISH TO FILE ANY GIFT TAX THING. I WISHED 
21 TO JUST GIVE AS WE COULD GIVE. 
22 Q WOULD IT BE FAIR TO SAY THAT THEY HAD AT LEAST 
23 $30,000 IN GIFTS FROM YOU OVER THE YEARS? 
24 A OH, IT'S BEEN IN EXCESS OF THAT. IT'S WELL IN 
25 EXCESS OF $30,000. 
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1 Q THANK YOU. NOTHING FURTHER. 
2 RECROSS-EXAMINATION 
3 BY MR. PETERSON: 
4 Q CONTINUING THIS CROSS-EXAMINATION, YOUR HONOR, IF I 
5 MAY. AS I UNDERSTAND YOUR TESTIMONY. THE DOCUMENTS THE COURT 
6 HAS ADMITTED, DEFENDANT'S EXHIBIT NO. 50, THE PROMISSORY NOTE, 
7 THEN THE SUPPLEMENTAL DOCUMENTS THAT SUPPORT THE FUNDS YOU 
8 LOANED TO PETER, IS THAT—. 
9 A THAT'S FOR BRANDON CANYON. FOR THIS LAST QUESTION. 
10 Q AS I UNDERSTOOD YOUR TESTIMONY, YOU LOANED UP TO 
11 $400,000, AND AS THE NOTE SAYS IT WAS FROM $400,000, THAT 
12 PETER WAS NOT TO BORROW IN EXCESS OF THAT AMOUNT IN ANY EVENT? 
13 A HE WAS NOT TO BORROW MORE THAN $400,000 UNDER THIS 
14 NOTE. I DO NOT KNOW IF IT WAS—THE NOTE WAS NEVER—. 
15 Q ALL RIGHT. AND HE BORROWED—YOU'VE WRITTEN LETTERS 
16 TO YOUR BROTHER AND TOLD YOUR BROTHER TO MAKE CHANGES OR 
17 DISBURSEMENTS SO THAT THAT COULD BE ACCOMPLISHED? 
18 A YES. 
19 Q THAT'S THE INTENT OF THE DOCUMENT? 
20 A THAT'S THE INTENT OF THE DOCUMENT. 
21 Q DO YOU KNOW WHERE THAT IS, NO. 50? 
22 A IS THIS IT? 
23 Q AND THIS—IF I MAY, MS. COATS--THE FUNDS THAT ARE 
24 DISBURSED FOR THE CHILDREN, THESE FUNDS THAT ARE DISBURSED FOR 
25 THE GRANDCHILDREN, THOSE ARE GIFTS MADE DIRECTLY FROM YOU, I 
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1 TAKE IT? 
2 A YES. 
3 MR. PETERSON: I DON'T HAVE ANY MORE QUESTIONS 
4 MR. LAREW: NOTHING FURTHER. 
5 THE COURT: THANK YOU, MA'AM. YOU MAY STEP 
6 DOWN. YOU MAY CALL YOUR NEXT WITNESS. 
7 MR. LAREW: MAY THIS WITNESS BE EXCUSED? 
8 MR. PETERSON: NO OBJECTION. 
•9 •:.•'.' THE COURT: YOU MAY BE EXCUSED. 
10 MR. LAREW: WE WOULD RESUME WITH PETER COATS, 
11 YOUR HONOR. 
12 (WHEREUPON, PETER COATS. DEFENDANT IN THE 
13 ABOVE-ENTITLED ACTION, AND HAVING PREVIOUSLY 
14 BEEN DULY SWORN TO TELL THE TRUTH, RESUMED THE 
15 WITNESS STAND AND CONTINUED UNDER EXAMINATION 
16 AS FOLLOWS:) 
17 CONTINUING DIRECT EXAMINATION 
18 BY MR. LAREW: 
19 Q MR. COATS, YOU HAVE HEARD TESTIMONY REGARDING THE 
20 PROMISSORY NOTE TO YOUR MOTHER, EXHIBIT NO. 50. CAN YOU 
21 EXPLAIN THE DISCREPANCY WITH THE NOTARIZATION? 
22 A YEAH, YOU KNOW, THERE'S A LOT OF TRUST BETWEEN MY 
23 MOTHER AND I, AND I THINK WHEN THE FIRST SUBDIVISION WAS 
24 DEVELOPED, THERE WASN'T A NOTE. ON THE SECOND ONE, THE NOTE 
25 HAD BEEN PREPARED, AND I THINK IT WAS SUBSEQUENT, AFTER THE 
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1 YOU MAY TAKE THE WITNESS STAND, MA'AM. 
2 (WHEREUPON, MELODY J. RASMUSSEN. HAVING FIRST 
3 BEEN DULY SWORN TO TELL THE TRUTH, TESTIFIED 
4 UPON HER OATH AS FOLLOWS:) 
5 DIRECT EXAMINATION 
6 BY MR, LAREW: 
7 Q REFERRING--. 
8 THE COURT: COUNSEL, IDENTIFY THE WITNESS. 
9 MR. LAREW: LET ME GET YOUR NAME AND ADDRESS. 
io A MELODY J. RASUMSSEN, 1676 EAST 11245 SOUTH, SANDY, 
11 UTAH. 
12 Q tyHAT I S YOUR OCCUPATION? 
13 A X'M A CPA. 
14 Q YOU'RE LICENSED TO PRACTICE IN THE STATE OF UTAH? 
15 A YES. 
16 Q YOU HAVE ASSISTED SCOTT BRADFORD IN PREPARING 
17 ACCOUNTINGS AND SCHEDULES USED IN THIS CASE? 
18 A X HAVE. 
19 Q L.ET ME REFER YOU TO EXHIBIT NO. 59, THE LIABILITIES 
20 DOWN THERE. YOU REFER TO A BANKAMERICARD NOTE PAYABLE: IS 
21 THAT CORRECT? 
22 A YES. 
23 Q AND EXHIBIT NO. 71 REPRESENTS THAT NOTE YOU HAVE 
24 ACCOUNTED FOR IN THE SECOND LINE OF THE LIABILITIES? 
25 A YES, $6,882. 
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1 MR. LAREW: I WOULD OFFER EXHIBIT NO. 71 AS 
2 ILLUSTRATIVE OF HER TESTIMONY, YOUR HONOR. 
3 MR. PETERSON: IS THIS—MAY I, YOUR HONOR, ASK 
4 —IS THIS INTENDED TO BE THE OUTSTANDING BALANCE ON THE 
5 BANKAMERICARD, VISA CARD? 
6 A IT IS AS OF THE DATE IT SHOWS, WHICH WE'VE 
7 IDENTIFIED THE BILLING DATE AS BEING APRIL 27, '92. 
8 MR. PETERSON: NO OBJECTION FOR ILLUSTRATIVE 
9 PURPOSES. 
10 THE COURT: DEFENDANT'S EXHIBIT NO. 71 IS 
11 ADMITTED. 
12 Q I'LL SHOW YOU EXHIBIT NO. 62 AND ASK YOU IF YOU CAN 
13 IDENTIFY THAT. 
14 A I CAN. THIS IS SOME WORK PAPERS THAT IDENTIFY 
15 ADVANCES TO PETER COATS IN BEHALF OF ISABEL COATS AND HER 
16 INTEREST COMPUTATIONS. 
17 Q WERE THESE HANDWRITTEN SUMMARY SHEETS WRITTEN BY 
18 YOU? 
19 A NO, THEY WERE WRITTEN BY ANOTHER CPA, AND I HAVE 
20 REVIEWED THEM BEFORE PUTTING THE NUMBERS ON THE BALANCE SHEET. 
21 Q NOW AT THE BACK OF THESE, WE HAVE IDENTIFIED SEVERAL 
22 CHECKS; THE LAST FOUR OR FIVE PAGES OF THIS EXHIBIT ARE 
23 COPIES, FRONT AND BACK, OF CHECKS. CAN YOU IDENTIFY THOSE? 
24 A THESE ARE CHECKS WRITTEN BY PETER COATS ON VARIOUS 
25 DATES THAT WERE REPAYING INTEREST ON HIS BORROWINGS ON THE 
37 
™n375 
EXAM BY LAREW 
1 LOAN OF—AT APRIL 30TH, IT WAS $401,000. 
2 MR. PETERSON: I WOULD OBJECT AND MOVE THE 
3 TESTIMONY BE STRICKEN, AND OBJECT TO THIS WITNESS'S TESTIFYING 
4 IN ANY REGARD AS TO AMOUNTS CURRENTLY DUE AND OWING. 
5 DEFENDANT'S EXHIBIT NO. 50 HAS BEEN ADMITTED BEFORE THIS COURT 
6 BY THE CREDITOR ISABEL COATS, AND DEFENDANT'S EXHIBIT NO. 50 
7 SPEAKS PRECISELY TO AMOUNTS OWED, AND THIS WITNESS HAS BEEN 
8 CALLED, IT APPEARS TO ME, TO CONTRADICT THE DEFENDANT'S 
9 EXHIBIT NO. 50 WHICH IS THE EXHIBIT EVIDENCING DEBT OWED TO 
10 ISABEL COATS. 
11 AND ALL EVIDENCE OFFERED BY THIS WITNESS WOULD 
12 BE CLEARLY IN CONTRADICTION TO DEFENDANT'S EXHIBIT NO. 50. 
13 MR. LAREW: NOT SO, YOUR HONOR. THAT EXHIBIT 
14 SHOWS A DATE AS OF EXECUTION. MS. RASMUSSEN HAS DONE 
15 COMPUTATIONS SHOWING THE AMOUNTS OWED INCLUDING A REVIEW OF 
16 CHECKS PAID TOWARDS THAT AMOUNT, AND THAT AMOUNT INCLUDES 
17 INTEREST. THESE CHECKS THAT WE PROVIDED ARE PAYMENTS BY 
18 MR. COATS TO HIS MOTHER ON INTEREST ON THAT NOTE. 
19 MR. PETERSON: I DON'T HAVE ANY OBJECTION TO 
20 THE CHECKS BEING ADMITTED, AND I WILL STIPULATE THAT THEY MAY 
21 BE ADMITTED PURSUANT TO A SHOWING OF THE PAYMENT BY MR. COATS. 
22 IF I MAY GET EXHIBIT NO. 50, YOUR HONOR—. 
23 THE COURT: NO, NO. THE COURT'S READY TO RULE. 
24 THE COURT IS GOING TO ALLOW HER TO TESTIFY. 
25 MR. PETERSON: YOUR HONOR, I WANT TO EXCEPT TO 
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1 THE COURT'S RULING SPECIFICALLY FOR THE PURPOSE OF THE 
2 RECORD. I WANT TO IDENTIFY TO THE COURT—I NEED TO IDENTIFY 
3 FOR THE RECORD MY EXCEPTION. DEFENDANT'S EXHIBIT NO. 50 SHOWS 
4 A LIABILITY OF $270,000. DEFENDANT'S EXHIBIT NO. 5 0 — . 
5 THE COURT: COUNSEL, COUNSEL, DIDN'T YOU ARGUE 
6 THAT ON YOUR OPENING? 
7 MR. PETERSON: NO, I DIDN'T. 
8 THE COURT: YOU SAID THAT THE WITNESS HAD 
9 ALREADY TESTIFIED UNDER EXHIBIT NO. 50 AS TO THE AMOUNT WHICH 
10 IS DUE AND OWING. 
11 MR. PETERSON: CORRECT. THIS WITNESS IS 
12 TESTIFYING TO SOMETHING THAT ISN'T IN EVIDENCE BEFORE THE 
13 COURT. SHE DOESN'T HAVE—JUST BECAUSE SHE'S A CPA DOESN'T 
14 GIVE HER AUTHORITY TO TESTIFY AS TO AMOUNTS OWING ON A DEBT 
15 THAT DOESN'T EXIST. 
16 THE COURT: COUNSEL, I'VE OVERRULED YOU, AND 
17 THE COURT WILL MAKE A DETERMINATION AS TO WHETHER THAT 
18 TESTIMONY IS RELEVANT OR WHETHER IT IS ADMISSIBLE. LET'S GO. 
19 COUNSEL. 
20 MR. LAREW: JUST SO THE RECORD'S CLEAR ON 
21 EXHIBIT NO. 50, IS THAT THE NOTE, THE AMOUNT, THE DATE IN 
22 WHICH YOU MADE YOUR ASSUMPTION TO COMPUTE INFORMATION ON THAT 
23 ISABEL COATS NOTE? 
24 A YES. HER NOTE, THIS NOTE EXECUTED BY ISABEL COATS, 
25 EXHIBIT NO. 50, SAYS, "UP TO $400,000," AND IT WAS DATED 
3 9 
n m Q77 
EXAM BY LAREW 
1 JANUARY 26, 1990. IN FACT $400,000 WASN'T BORROWED ON JANUARY 
2 26, 1990. PAYMENTS HAVE BEEN MADE, THE BALANCES HAVE CHANGED 
3 BACK AND FORTH, AND OUR ACCOUNTINGS ON EXHIBIT NO. 72 SHOW 
4 THOSE ADVANCES, AND THERE'S A COLUMN THAT SHOWS THE 
5 ACCUMULATED AMOUNTS AND HOW INTEREST HAS BEEN COMPUTED. 
6 IF IN FACT THERE IS ONLY $230,000, LIKE MR PETERSON 
7 WAS SAYING, IN THIS EXHIBIT, IT IS MOST LIKELY INCOMPLETE, AT 
8 LEAST FROM OUR ACCOUNTING OF WHAT WAS ADVANCED TO PETER AND 
9 WHAT WAS OUTSTANDING. 
10 Q WOULD YOU--. 
11 A IF THESE CHECKS BEHIND IT ONLY SUM TO 230. 
12 Q PARDON ME? 
13 A IF THESE CHECKS IN FACT ONLY ARE OF A SUMMATION OF 
14 230, WHICH ARE BEHIND THIS EXHIBIT NO. 50, THEN THAT WOULD BE 
15 OUR DIFFERENCE. 
16 MR. PETERSON: I'M GOING TO EXCEPT AND MOVE 
17 THAT TESTIMONY BE STRICKEN AS IT RELATES TO THE INTEREST. SHE 
18 HAS TO BE ABLE TO PRESENT HER TESTIMONY, BUT AS IT RELATES TO 
19 AMOUNTS DUE SHE IS NOT THE BEST EVIDENCE. THE CREDITOR IS THE 
20 BEST EVIDENCE. 
21 THE COURT: THE COURT IS GOING TO OVERRULE THE 
22 OBJECTION. 
23 Q AND SO DID YOU REVIEW THE LETTERS IN HERE FROM 
24 MR. COATS' MOTHER AND CORRELATE THEM TO THE CHECKS? 
25 A YES. WE DID. WE REVIEWED THAT IN CONJUNCTION WITH 
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1 HER INTEREST COMPUTATIONS. WE ALSO CHECKED THAT INTEREST 
2 COMPUTATION IN OUR ONE COLUMN. 
3 Q AND AS OF APRIL 30, 1992, DO YOU HAVE AN AMOUNT THAT 
4 YOU HAVE COMPUTED AS OWING ON THIS NOTE? 
5 A YES. ON THE SECOND PAGE, THERE IS AN AMOUNT, ON THE 
6 SECOND PAGE OF THE WORK PAPER, INTEREST EXPENSE, AND THAT 
7 AMOUNT IS SIX SIX THREE NINE SEVEN. THAT WAS THROUGH 
8 12-31-91. 
9 THE COURT: WHERE ARE YOU, MA'AM? 
10 A I'M ON THE SECOND PAGE, THERE ON THE RIGHTHAND SIDE 
11 TOWARD THE BOTTOM, IT SAYS, "PROPERTY, 1-19—." 
12 THE COURT: TELL ME WHERE SHE IS, COUNSEL. 
13 MR. LAREW: ARE YOU LOOKING DOWN AT THE BOTTOM 
14 PORTION? 
15 A LINE NO. 29 ON THAT PAGE. IT SAYS, "INTEREST 
16 EXPENSE," AND THAT SIX SIX THREE NINE SEVEN WAS THE TOTAL 
17 THROUGH 12-31-1991. $63,854 HAD BEEN PAID. SO THERE WAS 
18 $2,543, AND THEN ON 4-30-92 THERE WAS $9,996. ON OUR BALANCE 
19 SHEET, EXHIBIT NO. 59, WE HAVE APPROXIMATED THAT AT ABOUT 
20 $10,000. 
21 Q SO THE INTEREST PAYABLE TO ISABEL COATS IS $10,025? 
22 A YES. 
23 Q WHAT IS THE FIGURE, THEN, NOTED ON EXHIBIT NO. 59, 
24 THE NOTE PAYABLE AND INTEREST PAYABLE, $401,000 AND $10,025; 
25 THOSE ARE THE TOTAL AMOUNTS OWED PURSUANT TO THIS NOTE, BY 
41 001379 
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1 YOUR COMPUTATIONS, BY MR. COATS TO ISABEL COATS? 
2 A AS OF APRIL 30, 1992. 
3 Q EXHIBIT NO. 73, ARE YOU FAMILIAR WITH THAT? 
4 A I AM. 
5 Q WHAT DOES THAT REPRESENT? 
6 A I DID A SPREADSHEET BASED ON THE DEPOSITION OF 
7 KENNETH TUCK AND NOTES THAT WERE IN THAT, AS BEST AS I COULD 
8 TELL, AS THEY WERE IDENTIFIED PER CHECK AND CHECK NUMBER AND 
9 DATES AND PAYEE AS TO WHAT THEY WERE FOR, AND SPREAD THEM 
10 ACROSS AS IF IT WAS A LEGAL EXPENSE OR A LOAN. I UNDERSTOOD 
11 PETER'S OBLIGATION TO PAY PART OF THE MEDICAL EXPENSE, SO I 
12 PUT MEDICAL EXPENSES IN THAT LINE, AND THEN KATHY'S SUMMATION 
13 OF THOSE NOTES OUTSTANDING TO HER FATHER. 
14 MR. LAREW: I MOVE, YOUR HONOR, FOR THE 
15 ADMISSION OF EXHIBIT NO. 73 AS ILLUSTRATIVE. THIS IS A 
16 SUMMARY, A SUMMATION OF THE ITEMS INCLUDED IN DR. TUCK'S 
17 DEPOSITION WHICH YOU REVIEWED. 
18 MR. PETERSON: NO OBJECTION AS ILLUSTRATIVE. 
19 THE COURT: EXHIBIT NO. 73 IS ADMITTED. LET ME 
20 SHOW YOU EXHIBIT NO. 74 AND ASK IF YOU CAN IDENTIFY THAT. 
21 A YES. 
22 Q WHAT IS THAT? 
23 A THIS IS A COMPUTATION THAT SHOWS OUR CALCULATION OF 
24 INCOME TAX LIABILITY THAT WOULD BE OWED BY PETER IF HE 
25 LIQUIDATED HIS KIDDER PEABODY ACCOUNT, IF HE SOLD THAT. 
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1 Q ARE ANY OF THESE TAXES PRESENTLY DUE AND OWING? 
2 A NO. 
3 MR. PETERSON: OBJECTION, YOUR HONOR. UTAH 
4 STATE LAW IS THAT THIS COURT CANNOT SPECULATE ON TAX 
5 IMPLICATIONS, AND AN ACCOUNTING HAS NOT TAKEN PLACE AND MAY 
6 NEVER TAKE PLACE, AND AN ACCOUNTANT CANNOT VALUE A COMMODITY 
7 TODAY BASED UPON ASSUMPTION. 
8 THE COURT: I'M GOING TO DO THIS, COUNSEL. I'M 
9 GOING TO CUT THROUGH THIS. THE COURT IS GOING TO SUSTAIN THE 
10 OBJECTION. 
11 MR. LAREW: THANK YOU, YOUR HONOR. NOTHING 
12 FURTHER RIGHT NOW, YOUR HONOR. 
13 CROSS-EXAMINATION 
14 BY MR. PETERSON: 
15 Q THE EXHIBIT—WHAT WAS THE NUMBER ON THE COMPUTATION 
16 EXHIBIT, YOUR HONOR? 
17 THE COURT: 72. 
18 Q EXHIBIT NO. 72, YOU PREPARED THAT BASED ON DOCUMENTS 
19 ATTACHED? 
20 A THEY SUPPORT PART OF THOSE COMPUTATIONS. 
21 Q DO YOU HAVE DEFENDANT'S EXHIBIT NO. 50 IN FRONT OF 
22 YOU? 
23 A YES, SIR. 
24 Q I WANT YOU TO LOOK AT PAGE NO. 1, 2, 3, 4. 5, PAGE 5 
25 OF THAT DOCUMENT. 
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1 A DEFENDANT'S EXHIBIT NO. 50? 
2 Q EXHIBIT 72. 
3 A EXHIBIT 72. OKAY. 
4 Q DO YOU SEE THERE ON DECEMBER 31, 1990, THE DOCUMENTS 
5 SHOWING THE PRINCIPAL DUE OF $431,000? IS THAT CORRECT? 
6 A YES. 
7 Q I WANT YOU TO LOOK AT DEFENDANT'S EXHIBIT NO. 60. 
8 MRS. ISABEL COATS TESTIFIED THAT THIS DOCUMENT IS THE NOTE 
9 EVIDENCING THE OUTSTANDING LIABILITY OWED TO HER BY PETER 
10 COATS, AND THAT EACH LOAN WAS MADE PURSUANT TO A DOCUMENT 
11 ATTACHED OR A LETTER ATTACHED. THE FIRST LETTER SHOWS A NOTE 
12 OF MARCH 1990 FOR $62,000? 
13 A YES. 
14 Q THE NEXT NOTE IS MARCH 14, 1990—OR, THE NEXT 
15 LETTER, EXCUSE ME, IS MARCH 14, 1990 FOR $50,000? 
16 A YES. 
17 Q DO YOU SEE THAT? 
18 A YES. 
19 Q THOSE TWO TOTAL $112,000? 
20 A YES. 
21 Q THE NEXT LETTER IS MAY 18, 1990 FOR $58,000? THAT 
22 ADDED TO THE $112,000 IS $170,000? 
23 A YES. 
24 Q THE NEXT SHOWS $60,000 ON JULY—OR, AUTHORIZATION 
25 FOR $60,000 ON JULY 12, 1990? DO YOU SEE THAT? 
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1 A YES. 
2 Q AND THAT ADDED, THEN, MAKES $230,000— 
3 A YES. 
4 Q —IS THAT CORRECT? 
5 A YES. 
6 Q THEN THE NEXT LETTER IS NOVEMBER 12, 1991. DO YOU 
7 SEE THAT? 
8 A I DO. 
9 Q SO THAT THEN CONCLUDES ALL DISBURSEMENTS, ACCORDING 
10 TO ISABEL COATS' TESTIMONY, IN 1990, $230,000. CAN YOU 
11 EXPLAIN TO ME HOW THIS DOCUMENT, WHICH HAS BEEN GENERATED 
12 SHOWING $431,000 PRINCIPAL BALANCE AS OF DECEMBER 31, 1990, 
13 COULD BE EVEN REMOTELY CORRECT? 
14 A YES. IN EXHIBIT NO. 72, ON THE 10TH PAGE, EASTER 
15 SUNDAY—NO, THE 11TH PAGE, TRANSFERS TO PETER COATS FOR THE 
16 SUBDIVISION. IS WHAT IT'S TITLED, AND IT STARTS OUT 1-18-90, 
17 AND IT STARTS OUT WITH A BALANCE OF $95,000. THIS GOES TO HER 
18 INTEREST COMPUTATION. 
19 ON 1-25-96, THERE IS $61,000—AND I MEAN IT SAYS 
20 '"96," BUT THAT SHOULD BE "1990," 1-29-90, THERE'S $32,000; 
21 3-12-90 THERE'S $35,000; 5-14-90, THERE'S $15,000. 
22 IF YOU COMPARE THE DOCUMENTS, IT APPEARS TO BE IN 
23 THE SAME HANDWRITING, AND IT IS A SUMMARY OF HER INTEREST 
24 COMPUTATION THAT SUMMARIZES THOSE OUTSTANDING BALANCES IN 
25 RELATION TO THE FIRST TWO WORKPAPERS. 
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1 Q THIS IS THE DOCUMENT YOU RELIED UPON THAT HAS NO 
2 SIGNATURE AND IS NOT IN EVIDENCE BEFORE THIS COURT OTHER THAN 
3 WHAT YOU'VE SAID TO SUPPORT ITS AUTHENTICITY; IS THAT CORRECT? 
4 A WELL—. 
5 Q ISN'T THAT CORRECT? YES OR NO. 
6 A THERE'S SUPPORT FOR IT, YES. 
7 Q WHERE IS A LETTER ATTACHING TO D-50 THAT SHOWS ANY 
8 OF THESE AMOUNTS WERE LOANED AS INDICATED BY THIS? 
9 A ATTACHED TO DEFENDANT'S EXHIBIT NO. 50, THERE IS NOT 
10 A LETTER. 
11 Q ALL RIGHT. AND IN FACT THE—EVEN IF WE'RE TO RELY 
12 ON THIS DOCUMENT, WHEN WE GET DOWN TO THE END OF THE NEXT 
13 PAGE, WHAT IT SAYS, ON PAGE 2, DO YOU SEE THERE $355,999.45? 
14 A I SEE THAT. 
15 Q AS OF AUGUST 9, 1990? 
16 A YES. 
17 Q YET THE PAGE HAS—BY THE WAY. DEFENDANT'S EXHIBIT 
18 NO. 50 SHOWS NO MORE LOANS AFTER AUGUST OF 1990; ISN'T THAT 
19 CORRECT? IN 1990 THERE ARE NO MORE LOANS? 
20 A LET ME CHECK THERE. THERE AFTER NOVEMBER 12, 1991 
21 FOR $30,000. 
22 Q THAT'S AFTER 1990? 
23 A EXCUSE ME, I MISUNDERSTOOD YOUR QUESTION. YOU ASKED 
24 IF THERE WERE ANY MORE LOANS AFTER AUGUST OF 1990? 
25 Q BEFORE 1990, DURING THE YEAR 1990, THERE ARE NO MORE 
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1 LOANS, ARE THERE? 
2 A THAT'S WHAT THAT EXHIBIT NO. 50 SHOWS, YES. 
3 Q AND IN FACT THERE'S NO PLACE ON EXHIBIT NO. D-72 
4 THAT SHOWS ANY MORE LOANS IN 1990, IS THERE? 
5 A OH, LET'S COUNT. RIGHT BEFORE THE PAGE THAT WE WERE 
6 REFERRING TO, THAT STARTED WITH A $95,000, THE PAGE RIGHT 
7 BEFORE THAT, THERE IS A COMPUTATION HERE, IT SAYS, "DEAR 
8 PETER, EASTER SUNDAY, 1991," AND IT GOES THROUGH INTEREST 
9 COMPUTATIONS, THE DECEMBER, 1990 LOAN WHICH WAS $355,000. NOW 
10 THAT'S—THEN FOR 18 DAYS, THAT WAS THE INTEREST COMPUTATION 
11 FOR 13 DAYS, AND IT WAS BASED ON $430,000. SO OUR ASSUMPTION 
12 WAS THAT SHE HAD LOANED ADDITIONAL MONEY IN COMPUTING THAT 
13 INTEREST. 
14 Q DO YOU SEE ANY EVIDENCE ANYWHERE IN THIS DOCUMENT 
15 OTHER THAN THAT, WHICH SAYS "13 DAYS AT TEN PERCENT ON 
16 $430,999.45"? 
17 A THERE IS A PAGE, TWO PAGES BEFORE THE ONE WE WERE 
18 JUST TALKING ABOUT, DATED SEPTEMBER 30. 1991 THAT SHOWS A 
19 CAPITAL PAYMENT OF $75,000 BRINGING THE BALANCE DOWN TO 
20 $355,000, SO THAT WE HAVE AGAIN THAT SAME INTEREST 
21 COMPUTATION. SO THOSE TWO COMBINED TOGETHER WOULD INDICATE 
22 THE $75,000. 
23 Q BUT NO PLACE IS THERE ANYTHING, ANY EVIDENCE, 
24 EVIDENCING ADDITIONAL MONIES LOANED OTHER THAN THESE NUMBERS 
25 HAVING BEEN WRITTEN DOWN; NO PLACE? 
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X A I DO NOT SEE A LETTER THAT TELLS HER, "I'M ADVANCING 
2 YOU $75,000." I SEE HERE FIGURES IN THE OUTSTANDINGS. 
3 Q WAIT A MINUTE. SEVENTY-FIVE FROM $230,000, BASED ON 
4 EXHIBIT NO. 50, WHICH WAS HER TESTIMONY, AS TO THE AMOUNTS OF 
5 MONEY OWED FROM $230,000 TO $431,000. EVEN BASED ON HER OWN 
6 COMPUTATIONS—WHICH ARE THE LAST TWO PAGES OF THIS EXHIBIT— 
7 THE VERY LAST PAGE, SHE GOES FROM $355,999.45 TO $430,000. 
8 AGAIN JUST—THERE'S NO INDICATION OF WHERE IT CAME FROM, IS 
9 THERE? 
10 A IN TWO INSTANCES SHE HAS INDICATED $75,000 
11 ADDITIONAL PRINCIPAL ADVANCED IN HER COMPUTATION OF HER 
12 INTEREST CALCULATION. 
13 Q WAIT A MINUTE. THAT SAYS "CAPITAL PAYMENT." THAT'S 
14 SEPTEMBER 30, 1991 AND IS THE CALCULATION THAT YOU JUST TALKED 
15 ABOUT. FIND THAT PAGE THAT SAYS "SEPTEMBER 30, 1991." DO YOU 
16 SEE THAT? 
17 A JUST A MINUTE. 
18 Q AND IT SAYS—NOW IT SAYS, "MR. PETER COATS. COATS 
19 REALTY, DEAR PETER." ARE WE LOOKING AT THE SAME DOCUMENT? 
20 A YES. 
21 Q IT SHOWS A BALANCE FORWARD OF $430,999.45, AND THEN 
22 A CAPITAL PAYMENT BY PETER COATS, A REDUCTION NOT AN 
23 ADDITIONAL LOAN. 
24 A RIGHT. ON THE FRONT PAGE OF THE WORK PAPER, ON 
25 9-25, THAT CAPITAL PRINCIPAL IS SHOWN AS BEING REPAID ON LINE 
48 
001386 
EXAM BY PETERSON 
1 44 OF THE FIRST PAGE OF EXHIBIT NO. 72. 
2 Q YES . 
3 A AND THEN AGAIN, YOU KNOW, WE COINCIDE WITH THE 
4 BALANCE OF 355 THAT SHE SHOWS AS NOW OUTSTANDING OF 355. SO 
5 IT IS OUR ASSUMPTION; I GUESS AS FAR AS IN A LETTER THAT SHOWS 
6 THAT $75,000 WAS ADVANCED, NO; BUT THERE HAS BEEN INTEREST 
7 CALCULATIONS PERFORMED BY ISABEL COATS THAT ARE BASED ON THAT. 
8 Q THAT'S MY POINT. YOU'RE RELYING ON ASSUMPTIONS; YOU 
9 DON'T HAVE ANY EVIDENCE THAT GOES BEYOND D-50? 
10 A I DO NOT HAVE A LETTER FROM HER. THERE ARE OTHER--. 
11 Q YOU DO RECALL HER TESTIMONY THAT D-50 EVIDENCES HER 
12 --EVEN PETER COATS' ENTIRE INDEBTEDNESS TO HER? 
13 A I DO NOT RECALL THAT TESTIMONY. 
14 Q YOU STILL HAVE NOT EXPLAINED TO ME THE FIFTH PART. 
15 A WHEN YOU START AT $431,000 AS A PRINCIPAL AMOUNT DUE 
16 IN DECEMBER 31 OF 1990, THERE IS NOTHING THAT SAYS THAT THE 
17 AMOUNT—WHAT PAGE AGAIN? 
18 Q THE FIFTH PAGE. 
19 A WHICH EXHIBIT? 
20 Q EXHIBIT NO. 72. 
21 A I HAVE NOT EXPLAINED WHAT? I DON'T SEE WHERE YOU 
22 ARE, COUNSEL. 
23 Q THE FIFTH PAGE OF DEFENDANT'S EXHIBIT NO. 72, THE 
24 FIFTH PAGE, "DEAR PETER, HERE IS AN ACCOUNTING FOR 1991 IN 
25 DECEMBER, 1990." 
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1 A PRINCIPAL DUE, $431,000? 
2 Q YES, AS OF DECEMBER 31, 1990. 
3 A I REALLY CAN'T FIND THAT—OKAY. 
4 Q THAT'S WHERE WE STARTED THIS EXAMINATION. OKAY, ARE 
5 YOU WITH ME? I STILL SEE NOTHING THAT SATISFACTORILY EXPLAINS 
6 WHERE MS. COATS GOT THAT NUMBER OF $431,000. 
7 A YES. 
8 Q NOW MY QUESTION IS THIS: THAT'S A NUMBER YOU HAVE 
9 RELIED ON, BUT THERE IS NOTHING IN HERE THAT EVIDENCES IT. 
10 A THERE ARE. THERE'S THE $355,000. DO YOU AGREE 
11 WE'VE REACHED THAT NUMBER? 
12 Q NO, I DO NOT. I AGREE THAT YOU HAVE USED THE 
13 NUMBER, BUT I DON'T AGREE THAT THERE IS ANYTHING THERE TO 
14 EVIDENCE IT. YOU SIMPLY--ISN'T IT TRUE THAT YOU HAVE SIMPLY 
15 USED AN ASSIMILATION OF DOCUMENTS THAT HAVE BEEN HANDED TO YOU 
16 BY PETER COATS? 
17 A I'VE USED COPIES OF LETTERS THAT HIS MOTHER HAS SENT 
18 IN CALCULATION INTEREST AND ASSUMED, YOU KNOW, THAT SHE KNOWS 
19 WHAT SHE'S ADVANCED TO PETER. 
20 Q BUT THESE WERE NOT HANDED TO YOU BY MRS. COATS, WERE 
21 THEY? 
22 A NO. 
23 Q THEY WERE HANDED TO YOU BY PETER; ISN'T THAT 
24 CORRECT? 
25 A YES. 
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1 Q YOU PERSONALLY HAVE NOT PICKED UP THE TELEPHONE AND 
2 CALLED ISABEL COATS AND DISCUSSED WITH HER EACH ONE OF THESE 
3 ATTACHED DOCUMENTS, HAVE YOU? 
4 A NO, I PERSONALLY HAVE NOT. THERE HAVE BEEN 
5 DISCUSSIONS WITH MRS. COATS THAT I AM AWARE OF. 
6 Q IN ADDITION, YOU HAVE MADE THE COMPUTATIONS BASED 
7 UPON WHAT PETER COATS HAS HANDED TO YOU OR REPRESENTED TO YOU, 
8 CORRECT? 
9 A I HAVE BASED THE COMPUTATIONS ON THESE COPIES OF 
10 LETTERS TO ISABEL COATS FROM MRS.--FROM ISABEL COATS. 
11 Q WE DON'T HAVE FROM ISABEL COATS, THERE'S NO 
12 EVIDENCE, BUT THAT'S WHAT PETER REPRESENTS TO YOU; IS THAT 
13 CORRECT? 
14 A YES. 
15 Q AND MR. COATS HAS HANDED YOU THESE CHECKS—THERE ARE 
16 1. 2, 3, 4, 5 CHECKS ATTACHED TO THE BACK, THE FIRST OF WHICH 
17 IS DRAWN ON PETER M. COATS' PERSONAL ACCOUNT; DO YOU SEE THAT? 
18 A . I DO. 
19 Q THEN THE REMAINDER OF WHICH ARE DRAWN ON AN ACCOUNT 
20 ENTITLED, "BRANDON CANYON DEVELOPMENT"? 
21 A CORRECT. 
22 Q THOSE ARE PAYMENTS AGAINST A NOTE, AND THEY INDICATE 
23 PAYMENTS FOR INTEREST? 
24 A YES. THEY CORRESPOND TO CALCULATIONS THAT WERE MADE 
25 ON OUR WORKPAPER THAT INDICATE AN OUTSTANDING BALANCE OF 
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$431,000. 
Q AND YOU RECOGNIZE THAT NOTE ITSELF INDICATES A 
MAXIMUM BALANCE OF A MAXIMUM LOAN OF $400,000? 
A YES. 
MR. PETERSON: I DON'T HAVE ANY MORE QUESTIONS, 
YOUR HONOR. 
MR. LAREW: NOTHING FURTHER. 
THE COURT: THANK YOU, MA'AM, YOU MAY STEP 
DOWN. ANY OTHER WITNESSES? 
MR. LAREW: YES, I DO. STEVE YOUNG, YOUR 
HONOR. 
MR. PETERSON: ONCE AGAIN—. 
THE COURT: HOW MANY MORE WITNESSES HAVE YOU 
MR. LAREW: TWO WITNESSES, AND—. 
THE COURT: WHO, COUNSEL? 
MR. LAREW: STEVE YOUNG, AND—. 
THE COURT: WHO IS STEVE YOUNG.SPECIFICALLY? 
MR. LAREW: HE IS A CONTRACTOR WHO SUPERVISED 
THE BUILDING OF BRANDON CANYON PROJECT. 
THE COURT: WHO'S THE NEXT ONE? 
MR. LAREW: HE'S THE SUPERINTENDENT OF THE 
PROJECT OF ONE OF THE PARTICULAR HOUSES IN THAT PROJECT. 
MR. PETERSON: MR. YOUNG, AGAIN, HAS ALREADY 
TESTIFIED. MR. YOUNG CAME IN AND WE STIPULATED TO HIS 
GOT? 
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Peter Coats 
Fost-iCipi ifmt)\WC^ 
Notes Receivable 
Date Loan Balance on Source of 
Originated Recipient 4-30-92 Funds 
September 5,1991 
September 30,1991 
March 11,1992 
August 8,1991 
February 28,1992 
April 15,1992 
March 11,1992 
September 18, 1991 
October 7,1991 
March 20,1992 
Doug Stone 
R. Rodriguez 
Bret Strong 
D. D. Dubinsky 
Dennis Mabey 
Edwin King 
Kory Young 
Susan James 
Jody Morgan 
Michael Holland 
$ 5,500 
15,042 
6,200 
70,000 
28,573 * 
3,720 
1,457 
3,041 
5,708 
6,000 
Kidder Peabody 
Kidder Peabody 
Kidder Peabody 
Kidder Peabody 
Kidder Peabody 
Kidder Peabody 
Kidder Peabody 
Kidder Peabody 
Kidder Peabody 
Kidder Peabody 
These notes receivable originated after Peter Coats was divorced from Kathryn. The 
source of the money loaned is Peter's Kidder Peabody account. Peter made the loans 
to facilitate real estate sales. 
* includes accrued interest 
T R U S T D E E D N O T E 
DO NOT DESTROY THIS NOTE: When paid, this note, withrTtust Deed securing same, roust 
be surrendered to Trustee for cancellation, before reconveyance will be made. 
$5,500,00 SAI/T LAKE CITY, 
September 05 , 1991 
VALUE RECEIVED, the undersigned, jointly and severally, promise to pay to the order of 
PETER OQATS, REDDER- AOOOUOT #00548 
FIVE THOUSAND FIVE HONORED DOLLARS AMD 00 CENTS DOLLARS { $5,500.00 ) 
together with interest from date at the rate of Jb'lfeTKKN & ONE HALF 
per cent ( 15,5 %) per annum on the unpaid principal, said 
principal and interest payable as follows: 
$600.00 OR MORE ON OR BEFORE MARCH 5, 1992/ AND $600.00 OR MORE ON OR BEFORE 
SEPTEMBER 5, 1992/ AND $600.00 OR MORE ON OR BEFORE THE 5TH DAY OF EVERY MARCH 
AND SEPTEMBER THEREAFTER UNTIL PAID IN FULL. (Qy^tf 
A late payment penalty of TEN percent (10 %) of any payment due 
shall be assessed against the Maker if said payment has not been received by Holder 
within 3 days of the due date. Each payment shall be credited first to late 
payments due, then to accrued interest due and the remainder to principal. 
If default occurs in the payment of said installments of principal and interest or 
any part thereof, or in the perfomance of any agreement contained in the Trust Deed 
securing this note, the holder hereof, at its option and without notice or demand, 
may declare the entire principal balance and accrued interest due. and payable. 
Maker hereby acknowledges and agrees that the interest rate shall be accelerated 
to TWENTY ONE percent (21 %) per annum on the unpaid balance at the time of 
default. 
If this note is collected by an attorney after default in the payment of principal 
or interest, either with or without suit, the undersigned, jointly and severally agree 
to pay all costs and expenses of collection including a reasonable attorney's fee. 
The makers, sureties, guarantors, and endorsers hereof severally waive presentment 
for payment, demand and notice of dishonor and nonpayment of this note, and consent 
to any and all extensions of time, renewals, waivers or modifications that may 
be granted by the holder hereof with respect to the payment or other provisions of 
this note, and to the release of any security, or any part thereof, with or without 
substitution. 
This note is secured by a Trust Deed of even date herewith 
DOUG L. STONE 
TRUST DEED NOTE 
DO NOT DESTROY THIS NOTE: When paid, this note, with Trust Deed securing same, must be surrendered 
to Trustee for cancellation, before reconveyance will be made. 
$JLS*MSA&SL SALT..LAKE..CITY.#...UXAH.. 
SeRtarfcer..30,. 19...8.I 
FOR VALUE RECEIVED, the undersigned, jointly and severally, promise to pay to the order of 
PETER COATS KIDDER ACCOUNT 
FIFT]^ J C ] ^ /| 15,643.86 \ 
together with interest from date at the rate of..FS3!ES?...^...Qffii~?M^!...per cent (.X§*5.%) per annum on 
the unpaid principal, said principal and interest payable as follows: 
THE SUM OF $ 3 1 0 . 0 0 SHAH, BECOME DUE AND PAYABLE ON THE 3 0 t h DAY OF OCTOBER, 1991 AND 
THE SUM OF $ 3 1 0 . 0 0 SHALL BEOOME DUE AND PAYABLE CN TOE 3 0 t h DAY OF EACH AND EVERY 
CONSECUTIVE MONTH THEREAFTER UNTIL SEPTEMBER 3 0 , 1994 AT WHICH TIME THE ENTIRE 
RETAINING UNPAID BALANCE SHALL BEOOME DUE AND PAYABLE IN FULL. MAKER AND HOUDER 
ACKNOWLEDGE AND AGREE TOAT THERE SHALL BE A GRACE PERIOD OF THREE (3) DAYS, AFTER 
WHICH A LATE PAYMENT PENALTY OF TEN PERCENT (10%) SHALL BE ASSESSED. TEtt PERCENT 
(10%) PENALTY IF NOTE I S NOT PAID OFF IN THREE (3) YEARS. 
Each payment shall be applied first to accrued interest and the balance to the reduction of principal. Any 
such installment not paid when due shall bear interest thereafter at the rate of...3WENTY..0NE per 
cent (~21».Q.%) per annum until paid. 
If default occurs in the payment of said installments of principal and interest or any part thereof, or in 
the performance of any agreement contained in the Trust Deed securing this note, the holder hereof, at its 
option and without notice or demand, may declare the entire principal balance and accrued interest due and 
payable. 
If this note is collected by an attorney after default in the payment of principal or interest, either with 
or without suit, the undersigned, jointly and severally, agree to pay all costs and expenses of collection including 
a reasonable attorney's fee. 
The makers, sureties, guarantors and endorsers hereof severally waive presentment for payment, demand 
and notice of dishonor and nonpayment of this note, and consent to any and all extensions of time, renewals, 
waivers or modifications that may be granted by the holder hereof with respect to the payment or other pro-
visions of this note, and to the release of any security, or any part thereof, with or without substitution. 
This note is secured by a Trust Deed of even date herewith. 
**Default on first mortgage shall 
also constitute default on second mortgage. 
TERMS & CONDITIONS ACCEPTED BY: 
TRUST DEED NOTE 
DO NOT DESTROY THIS NOTE: When paid, this itcte, with Trust Deed securing some, must be surrendered 
to Trustee for cancellation, before reconveyance will be mode. 
$. 5 , 6 1 2 . 5 3 . .$jU.t..I*ate...CUy.,...UUh.. 
MajrckJLl , i«>...92 
FOR VALUE RECEIVED, the undersigned, jointly and severally, promise to pay to the order of* 
PETER COATS KIDDER ACCOUNT 
Five thousand six hundred twelve and 53/00 
..DOLLARS ($.JL&U».51 ) , 
together with interest from date at the rate of....?A?$.§^n...S...9.n.?...fe.^i per cent (...i.5.?5%) per annum on 
the unpaid principal, said principal and interest payable as follows: 
$50.00 or more due on or before April 12, 1992 and $50.00 or more due on the 12th 
day of each month thereafter until April 12, 1993 on which date the payment will 
increase by an increment of $50,00. Each year thereafter on April 12 the payment 
will increase by increments of $50.00 until the loan is paid in full. Default on 
the first Trust Deed is default on this Trust Deed. Any payment received after the 
15th day of the month will be assessed a $5.00 penalty. If this Loan is pa; 
full on or before March 12 1993 there will be no interest charge. S65 &,** 
Each payment shall be applied first to accrued interest and the balance to the reduction of principal. Any 
such installment not paid when due shall bear interest thereafter at the rate of. .?.X£5$X_.9J!£ per 
cent (.JL.~.2%) per annum until paid. 
If default occurs in the payment of said installments of principal and interest or any part thereof, or in 
the performance of any agreement contained in the Trust Deed securing this note, the holder hereof, at its 
option and without notice or demand, may declare the entire principal balance and accrued interest due and 
payable, 
If this note is collected by an attorney after default in the payment of principal or interest, either with 
or without suit, the undersigned, jointly and severally, agree to pay all costs and expenses of collection including 
a reasonable attorney's fee. 
The makers, sureties, guarantors and endorsers hereof severally waive presentment for payment, demand 
and notice of dishonor and nonpayment of this note, and consent to zny and ail extensions of time, renewals, 
waivers or modifications that may be granted by the holder hereof with respect to the payment or other pro-
visions of this note, and to the release of any security, or any part thereof, with or without substitution. 
This note is secured by a Trust Deed of even date herewith. 
TERMS ACCEPTED 
SKY MAflAGHENT GROUP" ^S)~ . / Peter Coats 
/<9 i<J/J. 7»,s P*K ***> * **»%> L ^ -**"** 
N O - PROMISSORY NOTE 
r 
a£T 
7n,nnn,nn 
FOR VALUE RECEIVED, the undersigned promise(s) to pay to PFTFRLCOATS ,K IDHFR AHfniNT 
August 8 # U—M 
order, ^Pvftn-fy T h m t ^ n H nnH 0 0 / 1 0 0 — = J ) O L L A R S f ( | 7 0 , 0 0 0 , 0 0 ) , 
.%) per annum on the unpaid balance, payable as ether with interest from date at the rate of p^-f4 e e Rer cent, ( - fg . 
ows, vix: 
Monthly payments In the amount of S875.00, commencing on September 8, 1991 and 
he like amount, or more, the 8th day of each and every month thereafter* The entire 
npaid principal balance together with accrued Interest due and payable In full on or 
sfoce August 8, 1992* 
rwful. money of the United States of America, negotiable and payable at the office «* Ac T\\r*r+*A h y Ur\\ / f op . 
•cot defalcation or discount. All payments hereinabove provided for shall be applied first on accrued interest mnd balance to 
iction of prindpaL Any installments of principal and interest not paid when due shall, at the option of the legal holder 
of, bear interest thereafter at the rate of LSe per annum until paid. 
In OLSC of default in the payment of any installment of principal or interest as herein stipulated, then it shall be optional 
the. legal holder of this note to declare the entire principal sum hereof due and payable; and proceedings may at once be 
tzrted for the recovery of the same by law, with accrued interest and costs, including reasonable attorney's feea. 
The makers and endorsers severally waive presentment, protest and demand; and waive notice of protest, demand and of dis-
r and non-payment of this note, and expressly agree that this note, or any payment thereunder, may be extended from time 
me without in any way effecting the liability of the makers and endorsers thereof. 
rhis note „ d t i e Interest thereon i» .ecured by * first m o r t i s e on
 L o f g g Qf CanterVOOd D l v f s t o n TWO, 
cording to the Plat thereof, recorded on August 31, 1983 under recording number 
D8310335, In Pierce County, Washington. 
©tPY 
QfcONALD DENNfS D 
SANDRA KAY DUB 
I .VTGAGC N O T E — O C C * PTC. CO. — J213 SO. 2iOO CA«T — SALT LAKC CITY 
TRUST DEED NOTE 
DO NOT DESTROY THIS NOTE: When paid, this note, with Trust Deed securing same, must be surrendered 
to Trustee for cancellation, before reconveyance will be made. 
$ ?M?£.:£? - 8&ltL.tek*„ClM+..MtabL.. 
FEBRUARY 28TH
 X9 92 
FOR VALUE RECEIVED, the undersigned, jointly and severally, promise to pay to the order of 
THE PETER COATS KIDDER ACCOUNT 
. ™ J £ I ^ ^ JDOLLARS ($..2.?./.P.QP..-..Q^..w), 
together with interest from date at the rate o f ^ . ? ? S ? ^ . A ^ . 9 f i O per cent (..££;.§.%) per annum on 
the unpaid principal, said principal and interest payable as follows: 
$28,000.00 TOGETHER WITH ACCRUED INTEREST DUE ON OR BEFORE AUGUST 28, 1992. 
BORROWERS AGREE TO PAY A 1% IiOAN ORIGINATION FEE AND A 5% PENALTY IF THE PAYMENT IB 
RECEIVED LATE. 
Each payment shall be applied first to accrued interest and the balance to the reduction of principal Any 
such instaiiment not paid when due skill beat interest thereafter at the rare oL.JHEHTX.~OHE. per 
cent (~JLL~%) per annum until paid. 
If default occurs in the payment of said insulhntnts of principal and interest or any part thereof, or in 
the performance of any agreement contained in the Trust Deed securing this note, the holder hereof, at its 
option and without notice or demand, may declare the entire principal balance and accrued interest due and 
payable* 
U this note is collected by an attorney after default in the payment of principal or interest, either with 
or without suit, the undersigned, jointly and severally, agree to pay all costs and expenses of collection including 
a reasonable attorney's fee. 
The makers, sureties, guarantors and endorsers hereof severally waive presentment for payment, demand 
and notice oi dishonor and nonpayment o( this note, and consent to any. and all extensions of time, renewals, 
waivers or modifications that may be granted by the holder hereof with respect to the payment or other pro-
visions of this note, and to the release of any security, or any part thereof, with or without substitution. 
This note is secured by a Trust Deed of even date herewith. 
TERMS ACCEPTED BY: 
THE PETER COATS KIDDER ACCOUNT H M ^ S ^ ' H A W *<^™. 
„f p. -Maki 
"cmim iBTwassr'— ";/ 
„. ['.'... y.\J\[.,...„..„„, PROMISSORY NOTE 
3 , 7 2 0 , 0 0 A p r i l 15 
rOR VAM7E RECEIVED^ the undprsignH promised) t<> pay to .PETER M. COATS 
.19_92 
w THREE THOUSAND SEVEN HUNDRED TWENTY AND NO/100 nnri.ARg tt3,720.00 \ 
her with interest from date at the rate
 0f f i f t e e n & o n e - h a l f percent, ( J J & %) per annum 
le unpaid balance, payable as follows, viz: 
e sum of $600.00 or more, shall be due and payable on or before the 15th day of 
tober, 1992 and the sum of $600.00 or more, on or before the 15th day of each and 
ery succeeding six month period thereafter until the entire principal balance 
gether with interest has been paid in full or upon the sale of property at 5481 West 
utilus Drive, Kearns, Utah 84118, whichever event shall first occur. 
Tful money of the United States of America, negotiable and payable at the office
 0 f 1 3 5 7 E a s t 1 0 6 0 0 S o u t h , 
cidy, U t a h 8 4 0 9 2 
ut defalcation or discount. All payments hereinabove provided for shall be applied first on accrued interest and balance to 
tion of principal. Any installments'of prineipat-fwd-tMerest-ftot poid whe»-<k*e-6hally-ftfc-tho option of the-to gal holder-
rrbear-intei eat -thereafter at the rate «fe^rj= peg ommm-wtfl-pftuL- *Wl £ £. £-
n case of default in the payment of any installment of principal or interest as herein stipulated, then it shall be optional 
he legal holder of this note to declare the entire principal sum hereof due and payable; and proceedings may at once be 
ited for the recovery of the same by law, with accrued interest and costs, including reasonable attorney's fees. 
he makers and endorsers severally waive presentment, protest and demand; and waive notice of protest, demand and of dis-
and* non-payment of this note, and expressly agree that this note, or any payment thereunder, may be extended from time 
le without in any way effecting the liability of the makers and endorsers thereof. 
his note and the interest thereon is secured by a TITSTF firortgage on 
304, Coats Estates No. 3, according to the plat thereof, as recorded in the office 
the County Recorder of said County. 
J ? / , ^ & ~7<+-
EDWIN D. KING . / 
MAXINE KING () 
MORTGAGE NOTE 
in N o _ j 2 ^ w £ £ j £ PROMISSORY NOTE 
T 1.457.01 „ MarchJi . i t3L 
FOR VALUE RECEIVED, th* undersigned promise(s) to pay to EflERjCOATS KIDDER ACCOUNT 
0r order, ONF THOUSAND FOUR HUNDRED FIFTY SEVEQND Q-UQ00_ -DOLLARS, (» 1 , 4 5 7 . 0 1 ), 
together'with interest from date »t the rate of_15.J? per cent, (_i.?_tA%) per annum on the unpaid balance, payable as 
follows, viz: 
$1 457 01 together with all accured interest shall become due and payable on or 
• ' - ^ 1 0 , 1992. 
Iki 
in lawful money of the United SUtes of America, negotiable and payable at the office of-
rithout defalcation or discount All payments hereinabove provided for shall be applied first on accrued interest and balance to 
reduction of principal Any installments of principal and interest not paid when due shall, at the option of the legal holder 
hereof, bear interest thereafter »t the rate of—212 per annum until paid. 
In case of default in the payment of any installment of principal or interest as herein stipulated, then it shall be optional 
with the legal holder of this note to declare the entire principal sum hereof due and payable; and proceedings may at once be 
r
-n^tutcd for thz zzzz:~'j of the &*»**«* by law, with accrued interest and costs, including reasonable attorney's lees. 
The makers and endorsers severally waive presentment, protest and demand; and waive notice of protest, demand and of dis-
honor and non-payment of this note, and expressly agree that this note, or any payment thereunder, may be extended from time 
to time without in any way effecting the liability of the makers and endorsers thereof. 
This note and the interest thereon is secured by a first mortgage on 
• 12 M O R T G A G E N O T E — C GEM PTO. CO. — 32tS SO. 2600 CAST — SALT LAKE CITY 
* -1.000.00 „ J a l t J a k e ...City., ...Utah 
September 18 ,o 91 
FOR VALUE RICE1VED, the undersigned, jointly and severally, promise to pay to the order of 
rt.Zt,-. COAi -SJKID. .,; .-'tABODY Ai.(-u;NT NO. 0 0 0 5 4 8 
***F0UR THOUSAND . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . OLLARS ($ 4
 4 
together with ioterefi from date at the rate of...T.WfcnJt.y...Qn.S..... *at ' ? ! %) 
the unpaid principal, said principal and Interest payable as follows: 
The entire unpaid principal balance togethe 
thereon at the rate of Twenty One Percent ( 
paid in full on or before the 18th day of S 
Each payment shall be applied first to accrued interest and the balance to the reduction of principal. Any 
such installment not paid when due shall bear interest thereafter at the rate o f - T h i r t . y - S . i x . iex 
) per annum until paid, 
If default occurs in the payment of said installments of principal * interest or any part thereof, or In 
me performance of any egreemeot contained in the Trust Dee i. hU note, the holder hereof, at Iti 
option and without notice or demand, may declare the eotirt .lf-^ >. - . *nce and accrued interest dye and 
payable. 
If this note is collected by an attorney after default in the payment of principal or intereit, either with 
or without suit, the undersigned, jointly and severally, agree to pay all costs and expenses of collection including 
a reasonable attorney's fee. 
The maken, sureties, guarantors and endorsers hereof severally waive pretentment for payment, demand 
and notice of dishonor and nonpayment of this note, and consent to any and all extension* of time, renewals, 
waivers or modifications that may be granted by the holder hereof with respect to the payment or other pro-
visions of this note, and to the release of any security, or any part thereof, with or without substitution, 
nrL. an Assignment of All-inclusive 
This Bote m secured toy i Trust Deed of even date herewith, f o r a n u n d i v i d e d 2 . 1 8 3 8 % i n t . 
'Y ,^TTS*r ' n r r n \ r n r r 
D O N O T DESTROY THIS N ( M I - W h i m pn id thii nof« witf i l u t i l h e m l w i tn "«« i in i i i t t m in i !»• Minmutered 
In 1 mi in 11 (i Hi for cancel lat ion, bo lo io reconveyance null I in ID in In 
..Q.C.tQb.er..7.,, \*.U 
FOR VALUE RECEIVED th* undersigned, joint I) and sc"i> crally promise to * «v tn iW nrder of 
PETER COATS KIDDER ACC' 
^DOLLARS (|..5.Jt.83Z?..1.9«_). „fIy.a..IMusaM,,„.^^ .1S./1QD-
together with interest from date at the rate of.....f.i.f.tB.^n...an.d...Qn.Srh?l.1/er cent: (XiL 5, ,%) per annum on 
die unpaid principal, said principal and interest payable as follows: 
$1,000.00 together with accrued interest due on or before Octobet 7, 1992, and 
$1,000.00 together with accrued interest due on or before the seventh day of 
each October thereafter until October 7, 1997 on which date the entire unpaid 
balance together with accrued interest is due and payable. Any payment received 
after the 22nd day of the month due will be assessed a five percent penalty. 
Default on the first note shall be default on this note * 
Each payment shall be applied first to accrued, interest and the balance to the reduction of principal.. K ny 
such installment not paid when due shall bear Interest thereafter at the rate of..£W£Ht,y„7.Q .0,6......................per 
cent (...5.A....%) per annum until paid. 
If default occurs in the payment of said installments of principal and interest or any part: thereof, or in 
die performance of any agreement contained in, the Trust Deed securing this note, the holder hereof, at: its 
option and without: notice or demand, may declare the entire principal balance and accrued interest due and 
payable. 
If" this note is collected, by an attorney after default: in the payment of principal or interest, either with 
or without suit, the undersigned, jointly and severally, agree to pay all costs and expenses of collection, including 
a 'reasonable attorney's fee 
The makers, sureties, guarantors ai id ci idot scrs hereof se vera 1.1) waive presentment for payn iei it, demand 
and notice of dishonor and nonpayment of this "note, and consent to any and all extensions of time, .renei ails, 
waivers or modifications that may be granted by the holder hereof with respect to the payment or other pro-
visions of this note, and to the release of any security, or any part thereof, with or without substitution. 
Hi is note is secured b) 
TERMS ACCEPTED BY: 
,K*f? 
^PETER COATS KIDDER ACCOUNT .\jUuU< 
TRUC 
( y | Q C ^ J ^ Q Y f'HIS JsfOTE: When pold, this nole, witfi Trot! Deed securing tomt , must on surrendered 
to Trut»a« for eone*lUttnti before reconveyonce wtD l 
|j6«flQ(LD0 ,M.JIJ i,.).,,(.. iniiii. i i ( in I (in i i ih . . . . . . . . 
,Mar£±„Z0....„,..„_....,., i*J2. 
FOR \ A.LIJE RECEIVED, the undersigned, jointly . • t - * •. , ^»7 %w u»« <«ue* of 
...........lat.ex..^ , . 
. . . .«Lt jL.JJlUlJ.SaniI n 111.1 l i l l l IUOs.T.n/r.n».«mT.n.T.r..T.^^^ ($.6. ,JQ0Q*Q0 . _ ) , 
together with interest from date i t the rite of twelYfi... ....'..per cent ( , 1.2 .%) per u n u m on 
the unpaid principal, said principal and interest payable as follows; 
$6,000.00 together with accrued .Interest due on or before September 20 ' 1992 
~ * payment shall be applied first to accrued interest sad the beJancv to At reduction of prlncipel. Any 
_„ ^.stallmeot not paid when due shall bear Interest thereafter at the rate of. tiMCBtX.r.9..n,C..,..»„.»»...
-w.p«r 
cent { 2.1..%) per annum until paid. 
If default occurs in the payment of mid installment* o( pnn«jj *- **^. *--e -\-
 ;-»ft he^evi or in 
the performance of any agreement contained in the Trust Deed securing this note, the holder hereof, at its 
option and without notice or demand, may declare the em-.* r.,,^,-^,1 K » I — - , . * . - *
 e l l l ci 
payable. 
If this note if collected by an attorney after default in the payment of principal or interest, either with 
or without suit, the undersigned, jointly and severally, agree to pay all costs tnd' expenses of collection including 
a reasonable attorney's fee. 
The makers, sureties', ^guarantors and endorsers hereof severally waive presentment for payment * , 
and notice of dishonor and nonpayment of this note, and consent to any and all extensions of time, wais, 
waivers or modifications that may be granted by the holder hereof with respect to the payment or oth r 
visions of this note, and to the release of any security, or any part thereof, with or without substitution. 
This note is secured by i run I Peed i»f even date herewith. 
Terms agreed hi it in nil I'l |ih III! II" i 
Djf . 
ir Coats Kidder Account 
Peter Coats 
Michael S. Holland 
Narfette H. Holland v/ 
iTHRYN COATS V. PETER COATS 
ICOME HISTORY 
idS THROUGH 1991 
*ILE=INCHIST) 
IGES 
TTEREST INCOME 
iVIDEND INCOME 
TATE TAX REFUND 
10SS INCOME COATS REALTY 
ZPRECIATION SCHEDULE C 
EDUCTIONS COATS REALTY 
ROSS INCOME REAL ESTATE SALES 
EDUCTIONS REAL ESTATE SALES 
\PITAL GAINS GROSS PROCEEDS 
1ST OF SECURITIES SOLD 
\PITAL GAIN DEDUCTION 60% 
IPITAL LOSS LIMITATION 
THER GAINS (LOSSES) 
ROSS RENTAL INCOME 
ENTAL DEDUCTIONS 
2NTAL DEPRECIATION 
ASSIVE LOSS LIMITATION 
INBAD RANCH JC-2 
URTON CORP TRUST K-l 
URTON INVEST TRUST K-l 
THER INCOME ADJUSTMENTS 
OJ-Juu -52 
07;05 PM 
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-
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(426) 
DJUSTED GROSS INCOME 172 ,14:: ii" If 523 83,313 58,684 2.8,854 16 (i 439,689 
OTAL FEDERAL TAX 
OTAL STATE TAX 
OTAL TAXES 
60,019 
15,000 
75,019 
21,088 
3,18 If 
14,230 
t » » * M 
10,228 
2,21,5 
12,343 
X M M M S 
8,388 
2,74 7 
10,135 
201 
0 
201 
9, 805 
3,268 
I i l . i u l / J 
39 60: 
25, 3,9 1 
02 
I" , I" 
J , i1 I „i" 
i 1 1) , ii H 
DJUSTED GROSS INCOME 
DD BACK DEPN SCH-C 
DD BACK COST SECURITIES SOLD 
DD BACK CAP GAIN DEDUCTION 
DD BACK DEPN RENTALS 
i£FN ADJ ON SOLD ASSETS 
DD BACK OTHER ADJUSTMENTS 
'RANSFERS FROM KIDDER PEABODY 
'RANSFERS TO KIDDER PEABODY 
LIFTS FROM PARENTS 
ESTIMATED GROSS SPENDABLE 
'.ESS TAXES 
ESTIMATED SPENDABLE .AFTER TAX 
1 7 2 , 1 4 7 
4,247 
0 
161,198 
14 438 
(5,300) 
0 
0 
0 
n 
J45, * 
(75,013) 
2 7 0 , 7 1 1 
II J i 1 i 
• 
I 1 I I ' 
ii 
l > / i i . 
f5, hi 
J (IH 1 
o 
0 
n 
(14,230) 
1 09 , 5 J ,ij 
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3,SQ4 
14 8,029 
0 
0,029 
' 
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80,165 
* 
(12,343) 
JO!
 t'J46 
5 8 , 5 3 4 
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5,417 
0 
" ,134 
161) 
0 
15,626 
639 
(10,135) 
63,504 
?.,oS4 
767 
6,800 
0 
7, 134 
(3,161) 
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82,000 
' ,30Q 
>4 
(20.1) 
62,033 
O J O 
7,44 
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i~ 
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439 889 
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57,324. 
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(320,367) 
23 000 
1,037,276 
(1.25,002) 
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COATS V„ COATS 
STATEMENT OF AS**"* 
JUNE 1, 1992 
(FILE^B-SCOMPA) 
ASSETS 
CASH PETER M. COATS (PERSONAL) 
CASH BRANDON CANYON 
CASH COATS REALTY 
CASH C&G CONSTRUCTION 
PIONEER FUND III 
CASH WEST ONE $14-14003206 (PETER SAVINGS) 
NOTE REC VALKO 
NOTE REC DOUG STONE 
VOTE REC RALPH CRYSTAL 11927 SO CEDAR RIDGE 
NOTE REC WADE ESPLIN 817 E. DUSTRY ROCK 
NOTE REC DENNIS FLOTO 13181 SO 2050 W 
MOTE REC DENNIS MAYBE 11838 HIDDEN VALLEY 
NOTE REC GORDON HENINGER 195 E VINE ST 
NOTE REC JAN HUNT 9098 SO 440 E 
NOTE REC JAN HUNT PERSONAL .LOAN 
NOTE REC WARREN MAW FOR CRAIG WALTBER 
3430 SO TERRACE VIEW DR 
NOTE REC RODRIGUEZ 
NOTE REC RODRIQUEZ 
NOTE REC PAUL OLSEN 1262 EAST HOLLRIDGE ROAD 
TRUST DEED LOT §23 B . C . 
NOTE REC BRET STRONG 3-11-92 
NOTE REC DUBINSKY 
NOTE REC MICHAEL HOLLAND 3-20-92 
NOTE REC SUSAY KAY JAMES 9-18-91 
NOTE REC EDWIN KING 
NOTE :REC JODY MORGAN 10-21-61 
NOTE REC RON BREEN 8-1-91 
NOTE REC C&G CONST 12-26-91 LOT 415 
NOTE REC C&G CONST 12-26-91 LOT §16 
NOTE REC C&G CONST 12-26-91 LOT #2 7 
HELD FUNDS FAR WEST (EST BY BRADFORD) 
NOTE REC CORY YOUNG 
LOT #4 BRANDON CANYON 
TRUST DEED NOTE LOT $28 B.C. 
CONST LOAN LOT §15 C&G 
CQ&TST LOAN LOT $16 C&G 
CONST LOAN LOT $17 C&G 
NOTE REC .HARRY DYSON 
INVEST SINBAD RANCH 
INVEST COATS REALTY 
INVEST RIVER MEADOWS 
INVEST CLOVER MEADOWS 
BALANCE 
4-30-
10, 
(*. 
3 
10, 
5, 
lt 
28, 
lt 
2 
I, 
15t 
2t 
7
» 
3Qt 
6> 
70, 
f. 
3t 
3t 
5, 
2, 
25, 
20, 
20, 
20, 
1 
21 
18 
27 
85 
69 
2 
41 
10 
53 
5 
,92 
.276 
,266) 
461 
300 
500 
75.5 
,845 
,500 
955 
889 
, 755 
,573 
140 
,995 
,273 
,500 
,042 
,487 
,356 
f899 
,200 
f000 
000 
,041 
t720 
,708 
f2Q3 
,900 
, 000 
,000 
,000 
,457 
,000 
,750 
,383 
,517 
,668 
, 700 
,000 
,000 
,000 
, 800 
OATS ! COATS 
TATEMENT OF ASSETS & LIABILITIES 
1NE 1, 1392 
?ILE*B-SCQMBA) 
.ASSETS 
WEST BRIGHTON LOT 
1FE INSURANCE CASH VALUE 
IDDER PEABODY SECURITIES 
EAL ESTATE: 
1807 SO WOODRIDGE 
6 NORTHRIDGE WAY 
708 SO 3325 W DUPLEX (HALF INT) 
075 W 99740 SO (HALF WITH DOUG SPE*.-
sjsri+ZX 7393 CHADBORNE 
EXSONAL ASSETS 
$90 GMC CUSTOM VAN 
982 SUNRUNNER BOAT 22 FOOT 
'URNISHINGS NORTHRIDGE 
URNINSHINGS WOODRIDGE 
989 PORSCHE 
964 JEEP 
OLD 
TOTAL .ASSETS 
LIABILITIES 
BALANCE 
4-30-
13, 
3* 
411t 
56 
2: 3, 
231 
10, 
205,, 
^ 
f 
7_ 
3t 
*2 
5 
1,617 
-92 
,000 
,500 
,392 
250 
:: oo 
r000 
, 000 
c :: ::i 
,485 
,500 
f375 
,500 
,150 
, 000 
400 
,438 
VTE PAY KEY BANK 37,000 
OTE PAY FIRST SECURITY 5,000 
VTE PAYABLE RIVER MEADOWS 32,000 
DTE PAYABLE KIDDER PEABODY 228 407 
VRTG PAY WOODRIDGE 2\ ,000 
VRTG PAY NORTHRIDGE 1.72,000 
VRTG PAY DUPLEX 22,000 
ATHERINE PERSONAL LIABILITIES 63,887 
VNDS BORROWED FROM SARA COATS 13,203 
•UNDS BORROWED FROM GRACE COATS 10,490 
TOTAL LIABILITIES 610,387 
1,006,450 
VHRYN' COATS V. PETER COATS 
ZOME HISTORY 
36 THROUGH 1991 
1ES 
TEREST INCOME 
7IDEND INCOME 
&TE TAX REFUND 
DSS INCOME COATS REALTY 
PRECIATION SCHEDULE C 
DUCTIONS COATS REALTY 
OSS INCOME REAL ESTATE SALES 
DUCTIONS REAL ESTATE SALE'S 
PITAL GAINS GROSS PROCEEDS 
ST OF SECURITIES SOLD 
PITAL GAIN DEDUCTION 60% 
PITAL LOSS LIMITATION 
HER GAINS (LOSSES) 
OSS RENTAL INCOME 
'NTAL DEDUCTIONS 
'NTAL DEPRECIATION 
SSIVE LOSS LIMITATION 
NBAD RANCH K-l 
rRTON CORP TRUST K-l 
mTON INVEST TRUST K-l 
'HER INCOME ADJUSTMENTS 
1 JUSTED GROSS INCOME 
>TAL FEDERAL TAX 
)TAL STATE TAX 
(FILE^INCHIST) 
1 621 921 
24? 
I** 
(37, 
(14, 
59 4 j 
852 
297) 
43 8 } 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
)TAL TAXES 
60,019 
15,000 
75,019 
10,12 8 
2,215 
10.135 201 110,9.9 1 
181,12 If 
41f695 
222 11 i ' 
116,745 
3o is: 
» , i ! i 
)JUS'TED GROSS INCOME 
3D SACK DEPN SCH-C 
)D BACK COST SECURITIES SOLD* 
3D BACK CAP GAIN DEDUCTION 
m BACK DEPN RENTALS ^/ 
">D BACK SINBAD RANCH LOSS / 
ID BACK OTHER ADJUSTMENTS / 
IANSFERS FROM KIDDER PEABODYS 
IAHSFERS TO KIDDER PEABODY 
ZFTS FROM PARENTS 
STIMATED GROSS SPENDABLE 
ZSS TAXES 
STIMATED SPE:TDABLB .AFTER TAX 
7 
17.1 1 17 
* « . _ 
14,43 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
351,030 
(75,019) 
2 76,01 1 
5 , 
1 3 4 
( 1 4 
fC3 
900 
0 
0 
0 
,07 3 
,230) 
63,313 
8,504 
14 8,02.9 
0 
},039 
0,549 
900 
30,165 
0 
6,500 
327,999 
(12,343) 
315,656 
5 8,684 
59 6 
5 , 41 7 
0 
7,194 
10,157 
0 
15,626 
(14,217) 
9,500 
92,957 
(10,135) 
82,322 
: , - ! • • * 
"67 
?0Q 
0 
- ?4 
:. ui 
758 
•?:, ooo 
i ' ^ 5 , 778) 
" , 000 
72,706 
(201) 
72,505 
32 6 14 S 
• 1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
297,505 
(250,372) 
0 
363,282 
(110,891) 
252,391 
700,470 
18,154 
/() i ( '}?! 
161t 198 
54 ,767 r~ 
33,050 / 
2,558 
4 65,296 
(320,367) 
23,000 
1,342,047 
(222,819) 
1,119,22 8 
116, 
3, 
< 
• • \ 
9
 r 
5, 
186 , 
~<,'-
02 A 
-
,5C 
41 
1 
5 3 . 
Coats v. Coats 
MARITAL ASSETS DIVISION 
ASSETS Value Husband Wife 
Real Property: 
36 Northridge 273,000 
11807 So. Woodridge (1/2) 56,250 
3708 So. 3325 W. Duplex (1/2) 23,000 
6075 W. 99740 S. (1/2) 10,000 
7893 Duplex (Chadborne) 105,000 
Personal Property 
Northridge Furnishings 7,375 
Woodridge Furnishings 3,500 
56,250 
23,000 
10,000 
105,000 
3,500 
273,000 
7,375 
Vehicles & Boats 
1989 Porsche 
1990 GMC Van 
1984 Jeep 
Sunrunner 22' Boat 
Investments & Cash 
Gold 
Cash/Defendant (personal) 
Cash/Defendant (Brandon Canyon) 
Cash/Defendant (Coats Real 
Cash/Defendant (C&G Const. 
Cash/West One (Defendant) 
Pioneer Fund III 
Brighton 
Note Rec 
Note Rec 
Note Rec 
Note Rec 
Note Rec 
Note Rec 
Note Rec 
Note Rec 
Note Rec 
Note Rec 
Note Rec 
Note Rec 
Note Rec 
Lot 
Valko 
Doug Stone 
Ralph Crystal 
Wade Esplin 
Dennis Floto 
Dennis Maybe 
Gordon Heninger 
Jan Hunt 
Ity) 
) 
Jan Hunt (personal) 
Warren Maw/Craig 
Rodriguiz 
Rodriquiz 
Paul Olsen 
Walther 
42,150 
18,485 
5,000 
4,500 
400 
10,276 
(6,266) 
461 
300 
759 
3,500 
13,000 
10,845 
5,500 
955 
889 
1,755 
28,573 
140 
1,995 
2,273 
1,500 
15,042 
2,487 
7,356 
42,150 
5,000 
(6,266) 
461 
300 
3,500 
13,000 
10,845 
5,500 
955 
899 
1,755 
28,573 
140 
1,995 
2,273 
1,500 
15,042 
2,487 
7,357 
18,485 
4,500 
400 
10,276 
759 
•TPLAINTIFFS 
11 EXHIBIT 
1! 31 li 
Trust Deed Lot #23 BC 
Note Rec Bret Strong 
Note Rec Dubinsky 
Note Rec Michael Holland 
Note Rec Susan Kay James 
Note Rec Edwin King 
Note Rec Jody Morgan 
Note Rec Ron Breen 
Note Rec C&G Const. #15 
Note Rec C&G Const. #16 
Note Rec C&G Const. #17 
Held Funds (Far West) 
Note Rec Cory Young 
Lot #4 Brandon Canyon 
Trust Deed Note Lot 28 BC 
Const. Loan Lot #J5 C&G 
Const. Loan Lot #16 C&G 
Const. Loan Lot #17 C&G 
Note Rec Harry Dyson 
Invest Sinbad Ranch 
Invest Coats Realty 
Invest River Meadows 
Invest Clover Meadows 
30,899 
6,200 
70,000 
6,000 
3,041 
3,720 
5,708 
2,203 
25,900 
20,000 
20,000 
20,000 
1,457 
21,000 
18,750 
27,383 
85,517 
69,668 
2,700 
41,000 
10,000 
53,000 
5,800 
30,899 
6,200 
70,000 
6,000 
3,041 
3,720 
5,708 
2,203 
25,900 
20,000 
20,000 
20,000 
1,457 
21,000 
18,750 
27,383 
85,517 
69,668 
2,700 
41,000 
10,000 
53,000 
5,800 
Other Assets 
Life Insurance Cash Value 
Kidder Peabody Securities 
5,500 
411,922 411,922 
5,500 
TOTAL ASSETS $1,617,458 1,297,163 $320,295 
2 
Coats v. Coats 
Marital Assets Division Continued 
LIABILITIES Amount 
Note Payable Key Bank 37,000 
Note Payable First Security 5,000 
Note Payable River Meadows 32,000 
Note Payable Kidder Peabody 228,407 
Mortgage/Woodridge 27,000 
Mortgage/Northridge 172,000 
Mortgage/Duplex 22,000 
Personal Liabilities (Kathy) 63,887 
Funds borrowed from Sara Coats 13,203 
Funds borrowed from Grace Coats 10,490 
Husband 
37,000 
5,000 
32,000 
228,407 
27,000 
22,000 
Wife 
172,000 
63,887 
13,203 
10,490 
TOTAL LIABILITIES $610,987 $351,407 $259,580 
TOTAL ASSETS 
TOTAL LIABILITIES 
NET ESTATE 
$1,617,458 
610,987 
$1,006,471 
$1,297,163 
351,407 
$ 945,756 
$320,295 
259,580 
$ 60,715 
Equalization: 442,520 
$ 503,236 
+ 442,520 
$ 503,236 
3 
$ Up To $400,000 January 26, 1990 
to pay to. ISABEL H. COATS TRUST 
jalter date, for value received, I/we, jointly and severally, promise 
or order 
UP TO FOUR HUNDRED THOUSAND AND NO/100- iDOLLARS 
with interest payable from date at the rate of 1 per cent per annum¥&%% over Kidder-Peabody 
itil paid, both before and after judgment. And L. Jiereby agree, that in case this note after maturity, ys 
referred to an attorney, either with or without suit, to pay a reasonable attorney's fee. The holder shall have tire 
right to declare this note due for default in payment of interest. .—. V 
/Janet fi. WilSeFs^g^oTSy 1 ^ ^ ^ 
JANET KWILKERSON I 
1357 East 10600 South | 
Sandy, Utah 84092 ! 
My Commission Expirea • 
September 20,1995 ] 
r - * ^ - State of Utah J 
FORM 806—NOTE—GJ/^ gang*sua GP fMirJn•* yff ninf • * 
PETER M. COATS 
i DEFENDANT'S EXHIBIT 
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Peter H. Comxmm i 
Property Search 
Jana 10, 1992 
Coonry Recorded: Title 
Salt Lake Countys 
Last Deed Becorded 
Snn * 
1
 X 4 X Bnterprls— Inn. David Randal •—lrtone 
K 4 X Innrprliu Inc. X a X Xntarprlsee Inc. 
Brandon Canyon Oaialoo—nt 
Brandan Canyon Develops—it C £ a Construction 
Subdivision Location 
Brandan Canyon Bo. 2 11465 3 Katay CT 
Brandon Canyon Bo. 2 1849 B Qracay Lana 
Papparwood Canyon 11050 Trailwood Cava 
Brandon Canyon Bo. 
Brandon Canyon Bo. 
11387 3 Qracay Lana 
11448 3 Qracay Lana 
Brandon Canyon Dai •lap—it John B Bice and Mary C Blca Brandon Canyon Bo. 1 11462 3 Qracay Lana 
Brandan Canyon 
C a a 
Deval op—it Xrant 
Brandon Canyon Bo. 1 11472 3 Qracay i 
Conatructlan Brandan Canyon Bo. 1 11482 3 Qracay 
Coata, Peter H. 
Coata, Patax M. 
Coata, Peter M. 
Coata, Patax M. 
Coata, Patax H. 
Coata, Patax M. 
Coata, Patax M. . 
Brandon Canyon Bo. 2 2002 B 11340 3 
Larry D and Julie Hirrllnoar Brandan Canyon Bo. 2 1978 B 11340 3 
1.82 
1.40 
Coata, Pater M. aa of 5/21/92Weatwood Park Bob. 
6.288 acrea land 
t Katby Coata, Pater M. and Xatny Papparwood 
Coata, Pan 
Jtah County: 
M. 
Pater M. Coata 
IK & K ConatmcTlrwi 
levla County: 
X 4 X Bnterprlaea 
Baatridga 12 Bon. 
Highland 
Highland 
1913 B 11300 3 
1809 B Wasatch Blvd 
141 Waacwood Ave. 
2291 W 11800 3 
36 3 Borthrldga Way 
11807 3 Woodrldga Bd 
6075 W 9740 H 
6044 W 9740 B 
1147 W 25 3 
0-l«V««nC, N. I 
m T „ m hmoan. D a t a Truatar Beneficiary 
Lot I Tax 1.0. I Aewunt oata * _ 
22 28-21-426-040 $75,000.00 29-Jan-91 Bon aeerica Developeent lac % Pater Coata Far Want Bank 
$27,900.00 29-Jan-91 Son Aearlca Developeent Inc % Peter Coata Brandon Canyon Developaaut 
24 28-21-428-041 S101.000.00 19-*pr-91 X & X Bnterprlaea Inc Waat Ona Bank Inc 
$130,000.00 03-Jan-92 David Randal Baaldona DtCO Realty Berrlcea Inc 
405 28-23-126-030 
9 28-21-279-004 
15 28-21-426-043 
16 28-21-426-044 
17 28-21-426-043 
18 28-21-426-044 
4 28-22-157-001 
5 28-21-279-007 
28-21-279-005 
28-21-430-011 
> 15-13-480-008 
27-28-226-007 
i 28-15-476-007 
28-29-227-001 
$100,000.00 OWol-91 C a 0 Conatroctlon 
$23,900.00 Ol-Jul-91 C 4 9 Construction 
$100,000.00 22-Jol-91 C 6 0 Construction 
$20,000.00 22-Jal-91 C 6 0 Construction 
J128,000.00 29-Msy-92 John R Rica and Mary C Blca 
$100,000.00 22-Jol-91 C 4 0 Construction 
$20,000.00 22-Jol-91 C 4 S Conatructlon 
$117,750.00 10-Jan-92 Trent Petersen 
$15,999.00 i0-Jan-92 Trent Petersen 
$110,000.00 03-Jon-92 Mlcnaal M Hoarar and Bath Moarar 
S132,000.00 15-Apr-92 Pater M. Coatea 
S20,000.00 0l-May-91 Coral 0. C*rl»on 
Brandon Canyon Develop—nt 
Brandon Canyon Develop—nt 
Brandon Canyon Developeent 
Brandon Canyon Develop—nt 
associates Batlanal Mortgage Corporation 
Brandan Canyon Developeent 
Brandon Canyon Developeent 
Oardlan State Bank 
Brandon Canyon Developeent 
Waatatar Bank 
Par Wast Bank 
Banaficial Mortgaga Coapany of Otah 
$184,000.00 
$400,000.00 
30-Mar-87 Coats, 
02-Apr-92 Coats, 
Pstar M. and Xathy 
Pater M 
Zlona First national Bank 
Isabel M Coata 
Bouse 53-58-21-1 
Bouse 53-58-3-1 
12-031-0185 
TER M. C O A T S 
LANCE S H E E T 
R I L 3 0 , 1 9 9 2 
File=c:\scott\coatsbs 
1 1 - J u n - 9 2 
06:29 AM 
3ETS 
sh-Peter M. Coats 
s h - Brandon Canyon 
sh-Coats Realty 
s h - C & G 
near Fund III 
vings Account-Peter M. Coats 
10,276 
(6,266) 
461 
300 
3,938 
759 
"otal Cash 9,468 
ites Receivable-ReaJty Commissions 
»tes Receivable—Coats Finance 
Total Notes Receivable 
/estments and Insurance: 
nbad Ranch 
aats Realty 
andon Canyon 
ver Meadows 
lover Meadows 
righton Lot 
fe Insurance—Cash Value 
idder Peabody Securit ies 
Total Investments and Insurance 
eai Estate: 
1801 South Woodridge (1/2 interest) 
6 Northridge Way 
708 South 3325 West Duplex (1/2 interest) 
Total Real Estate 
ehicles and Personal Property: 
990 GMC Custom Van 
982 Sunrider Boat 22 foot 
•"urn ishings-Northr idge 
-"urnishings —Woodridge 
1989 Porsche 
I984 Jeep 
3old 
Silver 
Diamonds 
Total Vehicles and Personal Property 
Total Assets 
3,450 
80,650 
6,493 
1,702 
319,117 
53,000 
5,800 
13,000 
5,500 
360,650 
42,500 
273,000 
23,000 
19,000 
13,631 
18,000 
500 
40,000 
5,000 
3,200 
400 
3,000 
84,100 
765,262 
338,500 
102,731 
1.300.061 
Liabilities 
Professional Services 10,000 
Bank Amer icard 6,882 
Note P a y a b l e - K e y Bank 37,000 
Note Payab le -F i r s t Security 5,000 
Note Payab le -R ive r Meadows 32,000 
Kidder Peabody 228,407 
Note Payab le - I sabe l Coats 401,000 
Interest Payab le - I sabe l Coats 10,025 
Mortgage P a y a b l e - W o o d r i d g e 27,000 
Mortgage Payab le -No r th r i dge 177,000 
Mortgage Payab le -Dup lex 22.000 
Income Tax Liability on Kidder Securit ies 94,943 
Funds Borrowed From Sara Coats 13,203 
Funds Borrowed From Grace Coats 10,490 
Kathy C o a t s - S u p p o r t 10,000 
Total Liabilrtes 1,084,950 
Equity 215,111 
PETER M. COATS 
BALANCE SHEET 
APRIL 30, 1992 
File=c:\scott\coatsbs 
12-Jun-92 
06:52 AM 
ASSETS 
Cash-Peter M. Coats 
Cash-Brandon Canyon 
Cash-Coats Realty 
Cash-C&G 
Pioneer Fund III 
Savings Account—Peter M. Coats 
10,276 
(6,266) 
461 
300 
3,938 
759 
Total Cash 9,468 
Notes Receivable-Real ty Commissions 
Notes Receivable—Coats Finance 
Allowance for Bad Debts 
Total Notes Receivable 
Investments and Insurance: 
Sinbad Ranch 
Coats Realty 
Brandon Canyon 
River Meadows 
Clover Meadows 
Brighton Lot 
Life Insurance-Cash Value 
Kidder Peabody Securities 
Total Investments and Insurance 
Real Estate: 
11801 South Woodr idge (1/2 interest) 
36 Northridge Way 
3708 South 3325 West Duplex (1/2 interest) 
Total Real Estate 
Vehicles and Personal Property: 
1990 GMC Custom Van 
1982 Sunrider Boat 22 foot 
Furn ish ings-Northr idge 
Furn ish ings-Wood ridge 
1989 Porsche 
1984 Jeep 
Gold 
Silver 
Diamonds 
Total Vehicles and Personal Property 
Total Assets 
Liabilities 
Professional Services 
Bank Americard 
Note Payab le -Key Bank 
Note Payable—First Security 
Note Payable-River Meadows 
Kidder Peabody 
Note Payab le- Isabe l Coats 
Interest Payab le- Isabe l Coats 
Mortgage Payab le -Woodr idge 
Mortgage Payable —Northridge 
Mortgage Payab le -Dup lex 
Income Tax Liability on Kidder Securit ies 
Funds Borrowed From Sara Coats 
Funds Borrowed From Grace Coats 
Kathy Coa ts -Suppo r t 
Total Liabilites 
Equity 
Total Liabilities and Equity 
6,871 
173,468 
(74,743) 
6,493 
1,717 
319,117 
53,000 
5,800 
13,000 
5,500 
360.650 
42,500 
273,000 
23,000 
19,000 
13,631 
18,000 
500 
40,000 
5,000 
3,200 
400 
3,000 
10,000 
6,882 
37,000 
5,000 
32,000 
228,407 
401,000 
10,025 
27,000 
177,000 
22,000 
94,943 
13,203 
10,490 
10,000 
105,596 
765,277 
338,500 
102,731 
1.321.572 
1,084,950 
236.622 
1.321.572 
COATS V. COATS 
STATEMENT OF ASSETS & LIABILITIES 
JUNE 1, 1992 
(FILE=B-SCQMPA) 
ASSETS 
CASH PETER M. COATS (PERSONAL) 
CASH BRANDON CANYON 
CASH COATS REALTY 
CASH C&G CONSTRUCTION 
PIONEER FUND III 
CASH WEST ONE tl4-14003206 (PETER SAVINGS) 
NOTE REC VALKO 
NOTE REC DOUG STONE 
NOTE REC RALPH CRYSTAL 11927 SO CEDAR RIDGE 
NOTE REC WADE ESPLIN 817 E. DUSTRY ROCK 
NOTE REC DENNIS FLOTO 13181 SO 2050 W 
NOTE REC DENNIS MAYBE 11838 HIDDEN VALLEY 
NOTE REC GORDON HENINGER 195 E VINE ST 
NOTE REC JAN HUNT 9098 SO 440 E 
NOTE REC JAN HUNT PERSONAL LOAN 
NOTE REC WARREN MAW FOR CRAIG WALTHER 
3430 SO TERRACE VIEW DR 
NOTE REC RODRIGUEZ 
NOTE REC RODRIQUEZ 
NOTE REC PAUL OLSEN 1262 EAST HOLLRIDGE ROAD 
TRUST DEED LOT 123 B.C. 
NOTE REC BRET STRONG 3-11-92 
NOTE REC DUBINSKY 
NOTE REC MICHAEL HOLLAND 3-20-92 
NOTE REC SUSAY KAY JAMES 9-18-91 
NOTE REC EDWIN KING 
NOTE REC JODY MORGAN 10-21-61 
NOTE REC RON BREEN 8-1-91 
NOTE REC CORY YOUNG 
LOT t4 BRANDON CANYON 
TRUST DEED NOTE LOT t28 B.C. 
HOUSE & LOT LOT tl5 
HOUSE & LOT LOT $16 
HOUSE & LOT LOT $17 
NOTE REC HARRY DYSON 
INVEST SINBAD RANCH 
INVEST COATS REALTY 
INVEST RIVER MEADOWS 
INVEST CLOVER MEADOWS 
BALANCE 
4-30-92 
10,276 DEPENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
(6,266)DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
461 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
300 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
3,938 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
759 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
10,845 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
5,500 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
955 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
889 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
1,755 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
28,573 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
140 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
1,995 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
2,273 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
1,500 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
15,042 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
2,487 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
7,356 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
30,899 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
6,200 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
70,000 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
6,000 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
3,041 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
3,720 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
5,708 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
2,203 
1,457 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
28,000 
18,750 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
165,000 TESTIMONY 
171,900 TESTIMONY 
176,900 TESTIMONY 
2,700 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
27,000 SEE ATTACHED COMPUTATION 
10,000 
53,000 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
5,800 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
\Z PLAINTIFFS 
EXHIBIT 
l£>5 
COATS V. COATS 
STATEMENT OF ASSETS & LIABILITIES 
JUNE 1, 1992 
(FILE=B-SCOMPA) 
ASSETS 
INVEST BRIGHTON LOT 
LIFE INSURANCE CASH VALUE 
KIDDER PEABODY SECURITIES 
REAL ESTATE: 
11807 SO WOODRIDGE (HALF INT) 
36 NORTHRIDGE WAY 
3708 SO 3325 W DUPLEX (HALF INT) 
6075 W 99740 SO (HALF WITH DOUG SPEAKER) 
PERSONAL ASSETS 
1990 GMC CUSTOM VAN 
1982 SUNRUNNER BOAT 22 FOOT 
FURNISHINGS VIRGINIA 
FURNISHINGS NORTHRIDGE 
FURNINSHINGS WOODRIDGE 
1989 PORSCHE 
1964 JEEP 
GOLD 
TARGET CAPITAL 
TOTAL ASSETS 
BALANCE 
4-30-92 
13,000 DEPENDENTS BALANCE SHEET tD-58 
5,500 DEPENDENTS BALANCE SHEET tD-58 
411,992 EXHIBIT t 
53,250 
273,000 DEPENDENTS BALANCE SHEET tD-58 
46,000 EXHIBIT t 
10,000 EXHIBIT t 
19,000 DEPENDENTS BALANCE SHEET tD-58 
4,300 EXHIBIT t 
7,375 EXHIBIT tP-2 
18,000 EXHIBIT tP-2 
3,500 DEPENDENTS BALANCE SHEET tD-58 
42,150 EXHIBIT tP-30 
5,000 DEPENDENTS BALANCE SHEET tD-58 
400 PLAITIPF TESTIMONY 
1,500 PLAINTIFF TESTIMONY 
1,791,023 
LIABILITIES 
NOTE PAY KEY BANK 
NOTE PAY FIRST SECURITY 
NOTE PAYABLE RIVER MEADOWS 
NOTE PAYABLE KIDDER PEABODY 
NOTE PAYABLE ISABEL COATS 
MORTG PAY WOODRIDGE 
MORTG PAY NORTHRIDGE 
MORTG PAY DUPLEX 
KATHERINE PERSONAL LIABILITIES 
FUNDS BORROWED FROM SARA COATS 
FUNDS BORROWED FROM GRACE COATS 
37,000 
5,000 
32,000 
228,407 
270,000 
27,000 
172,000 
44,000 
67,087 
13,203 
10,490 
DEPENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
DEPENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
DEPENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
DEPENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
EXHIBIT tD-50 
DEPENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
EXHIBIT t 
DEPENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
DEPENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
TOTAL LIABILITIES 906,187 
NET WORTH 884,835 
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Coats v. Coats 
MARITAL ASSETS DIVISION 
ASSETS 
R e a l P r o p e r t y : 
36 Northridge 
11807 So. Woodridge (1/2) 
3708 So. 3325 W. Duplex 
6075 W. 99740 S. (1/2) 
Value 
273,000 
53,250 
46,000 
10,000 
Reference Husband 
(DBS D-58) 
53,250 
46,000 
10,000 
Wife 
273,000 
Personal Property 
Virginia Furnishings 
Woodridge Furnishings 
Northridge Furnishings 
7,375 (P-2) 
3,500 (DBS D-58) 3,500 
18,000 (P- ) 18,000 
7,375 
Vehicles & Boats 
1989 Porsche 
1990 GMC Van 
1984 Jeep 
Sunrunner 22' Boat 
Investments £ Cash 
42,150 (P-30) 42,150 
19,000 (DBS D-58) 
5,000 (DBS D-58) 5,000 
4,300 
19,000 
4,300 
Gold (medalion) 
Cash/Defendant (personal) 
Cash/Defendant (Brandon canyon) 
Cash/Defendant (Coats Realty) 
Cash/Defendant (C&G Const,) 
Cash/West One (Defendant) • 
Pioneer Fund III 
Brighton Lot 
Note Rec Valko 
Note Rec Doug Stone 
Note Rec Ralph Crystal 
Note Rec Wade Esplin 
Note Rec Dennis Floto 
Note Rec Dennis Maybe 
Note Rec Gordon Heninger 
Note Rec Jan Hunt 
Note Rec Jan Hunt 
Note Rec Warren Maw/Craig Walther 
Note Rec Rodriguiz 
Note Rec Rodriquiz 
Note Rec Paul Olsen 
Trust Deed Lot #23 BC 
Note Rec Bret Strong 
Note Rec Dubinsky 
Note Rec Michael Holland 
Note Rec Susan Kay James 
400 ( 
10,276 ( 
(6,266)( 
461 ( 
300 ( 
759 ( 
3,938 ( 
13,000 ( 
10,845 ( 
5,500 ( 
955 ( 
889 ( 
1,755 ( 
28,573 
140 
1,995 
2,273 
1,500 
15,042 
2,487 
7,356 
30,899 
6,200 
70,000 
6,000 
3,041 
P i a J 
DBS 
DBS 
'DBS 
'DBS 
'DBS 
DBS 
'DBS 
'DBS 
'DBS 
'DBS 
'DBS 
'DBS 
'DBS 
'DBS 
'DBS 
'DBS 
'DBS 
'DBS 
'DBS 
'DBS 
'DBS 
'DBS 
'DBS 
(DBS 
(DBS 
.ntiff's 
D-58) 
D-58) 
D-58) 
D-58) 
D-58) 
D-58) 
D-58) 
D-58) 
D-58) 
D-58) 
D-58) 
D-58) 
D-58) 
D-58) 
D-58) 
D-58) 
D-58) 
D-58) 
D-58) 
D-58) 
D-58) 
D-58) 
D-58) 
D-58) 
D-58) 
testimoi 
10,276 
(6,266) 
461 
300 
759 
3,938 
10,845 
5,500 
955 
899 
1,755 
28,573 
140 
1,995 
2,273 
1,500 
15,042 
2,487 
7,357 
30,899 
6,200 
70,000 
6,000 
3,041 
400 
13,000 
*?C 
MARITAL ASSETS DIVISION 
ASSETS 
Note Rec Edwin King 
Note Rec Jody Morgan 
Note Rec Ron Breen 
Note Rec Cory Young 
Lot #4 Brandon Canyon 
Trust Deed Note Lot 28 BC 
House Lot *15 
House Lot #15 
House Lot $17 
Note Rec Harry Dyson 
Invest sinbad Ranch 
Invest Coats Realty 
Invest River Meadows 
Invest Clover Meadows 
Target Capital 
Value Reference Husband 
3,720 (DBS D-58) 
5,708 (DBS D-58) 
2,203 ( ) 
1,457 (DBS D-58) 
28,000 (testimon) 
18,750 (DBS D-58) 
165,000(testimony) 
171,900(testimony) 
176,900(testimony) 
2,700 (DBS D-58) 
27,000 (D-47) 
10,000 (testimony) 
53,000 (DBS D-58) 
5,800 (DBS D-58) 
1,500 
3,720 
5,708 
2,203 
1,457 
28,000 
18,750 
165,000 
171,900 
176,900 
2,700 
27,000 
10,000 
53,000 
5,800 
1,500 
Wife 
Other Assets 
Life Insurance Cash Value 
Kidder Peabody Securities 
TOTAL ASSETS 
5,500 (DBS D-58) 
411,922 
$1,790,953 
411,922 
$1,468,378 
5,500 
$322,575 
LIABILITIES 
Note Payable Key Bank 
Note Payable First Security 
Note Payable River Meadows 
Note Payable Kidder Peabody 
Note Payable Isabel Coats 
Mortgage/Woodridge 
Mortgage/Northridge 
Mortgage/Duplex 
Personal Liabilities (Kathy) 
Funds borrowed from Sara Coats 
Funds borrowed from Grace Coats 
TOTAL LIABILITIES 
Amount Reference Husband 
37,000 (DBS D-58) 
5,000 (DBS D-58) 
32,000 (DBS D-58) 
228,407 (DBS D-58) 
270,000'(D-50) 
2 7,000 (DBS D-58) 
172,000 (DBS D-58 ) 
44,000 (DBS D-58) 
67,087 (P- ) 
13,203 (DBS D-58) 
10,490 (DBS D-58) 
$ 906,187 
37,000 
5,000 
32,000 
228,407 
2 70,000 
2 7,000 
44,000 
$643,407 
Wife 
172,000 
67,087 
13,203 
10,490 
$262,780 
2 
TOTAL ASSETS $1,790,953 $1,468,378 $322,575 
TOTAL LIABILITIES 906,187 643.407 262,780 
N£T ESTATE $ 884,766 $ 824,971 $ 59,795 
Equalization: - 382,588 + 382.588 
$ 442,383 $ 442,383 
< us > 
<• /a. i 
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Coa t s v . C o a t s 
ASSETS 
Real Property: 
36 Northridge 
11807 So. Woodrldge (1/2) 
3708 So. 3325 W. Duplex 
6075 W. 99740 S. (1/2) 
MARITAL ASSETS DIVISION 
Without Kidder Peabody 
Value Reference Husband 
273, 
53 
46i 
101 
,000 
f250 
,000 
f000 
(DBS D--58) 
53, 
46, 
101 
,250 
,000 
,000 
Wife 
273,000 
Personal Property 
Virginia Furnishings 
Woodrldge Furnishings 
Northrldge Furnishings 
7,375 (P-2) 
3,500 (DBS D-58) 3,500 
18,000 (P-$& 18,000 
7,375 
Vehicles & Boats 
1989 Porsche 
1990 GMC Van 
1984 Jeep 
Sunrunner 22' Boat 
Investments & Cash 
42,150 (P-30) 42,150 
19,000 (DBS D-58) 
5,000 (DBS D-58) 5,000 
4,300 
19,000 
4,300 
Gold (medalion) 
Cash/Defendant (personal) 
Cash/Defendant (Brandon canyon) 
Cash/Defendant (Coats Realty) 
Cash/Defendant (C&G Const.) 
Cash/West One (Defendant) 
Pioneer Fund III 
Brighton Lot 
Note Rec Valko 
Note Rec Doug Stone 
Note Rec Ralph Crystal 
Note Rec Wade Esplin 
Note Rec Dennis Floto 
Note Rec Dennis Maybe 
Note Rec Gordon Heninger 
Note Rec Jan Hunt 
Note Rec Jan Hunt 
Note Rec Warren Maw/Craig Walther 
Note Rec Rodriguiz 
Note Rec Rodriquiz 
Note Rec Paul Olsen 
Trust Deed Lot 123 BC 
Note Rec Bret Strong 
Note Rec Dublnsky 
Note Rec Michael Holland 
Note Rec Susan Kay James 
PWINTJFF'S 
EXHIBIT ft 
400 
10,276 
(6,266) 
461 
300 
759 
3,938 
13,000 
10,845 
5,500 
955 
889 
1,755 
28,572 
140 
1,995 
2,273 
1,500 
15,042 
2,487 
7,356 
30,899 
6,200 
70,000 
6,000 
3,041 
(Plai 
(DBS 
(DBS 
(DBS 
(DBS 
(DBS 
(DBS 
(DBS 
(DBS 
(DBS 
(DBS 
(DBS 
(DBS 
(DBS 
(DBS 
(DBS 
(DBS 
(DBS 
(DBS 
(DBS 
(DBS 
(DBS 
(DBS 
(DBS 
(DBS 
(DBS 
.ntiff's 
D-58) 
D-58) 
D-58) 
D-58) 
D-58) 
D-58) 
D-58) 
D-58) 
D-58) 
D-58) 
D-58) 
D-58) 
D-58) 
D-58) 
D-58) 
D-58) 
D-58) 
D-58) 
D-58) 
D-58) 
D-58) 
D-58) 
D-58) 
D-58) 
D-58) 
testlmoi 
10,276 
(6,266) 
461 
300 
759 
3,938 
10,845 
5,500 
955 
899 
1,755 
28,572 
140 
1,995 
2,273 
1,500 
15,042 
2,487 
7,357 
30,899 
6,200 
70,000 
6,000 
3,041 
400 
13,000 
MARITAL ASSETS DIVISION 
Without Kidder Peabody 
ASSETS 
Note Rec Edwin King 
Note Rec Jody Morgan 
Note Rec Ron Breen 
Note Rec Cory Young 
Lot #4 Brandon Canyon 
Trust Deed Note Lot 28 BC 
House Lot $15 
House Lot $16 
House Lot $17 
Note Rec Harry Dyson 
Invest Sinbad Ranch 
Invest Coats Realty 
Invest River Meadows 
Invest Clover Meadows 
Target Capital 
Value Reference Husband Wife 
3,720 (DBS D-58) 
5,708 (DBS D-58) 
2,203 ( ) 
1,457 (DBS D-58) 
28,000 (testimon) 
18,750 (DBS D-58) 
165,000(testimony) 
171,900(testimony) 
176,900(testimony) 
2,700 (DBS D-58) 
27,000 (D-47) 
10,000 (testimony) 
53,000 (DBS D-58) 
5,800 (DBS D-58) 
1,500 
3,720 
5,708 
2,203 
1,457 
28,000 
18,750 
165,000 
171,900 
176,900 
2,700 
27,000 
10,000 
53,000 
5,800 
1,500 
Other Assets 
Life Insurance Cash Value 
TOTAL ASSETS 
5
 f500 (DBS D-58) 5,500 
$1,379,031 $1,056,456 $322,575 
LIABILITIES 
Note Payable Key Bank 
Note Payable First Security 
Note Payable River Meadows 
Note Payable Isabell Coats 
Mortgage/Woodridge 
Mortgage/Northridge 
Mortgage IDuplex 
Personal Liabilities (Kathy) 
Funds borrowed from Sara Coats 
Funds borrowed from Grace Coats 
TOTAL LIABILITIES 
Amount Reference Husband 
37,000 
5,000 
32,000 
270,000 
27,000 
172,000 
44,000 
67,087 
13,203 
10,490 
$677,78C 
(DBS D-58) 
(DBS D-58) 
(DBS D-58) 
(D-50) 
(DBS D-58) 
(DBS D-58 ) 
(DBS D-58) 
(P- ) 
(DBS D-58) 
(DBS D-58) 
) 
37,000 
5,000 
32,000 
270,000 
27,000 
44,000 
$415,000 
Wife 
172,000 
67,087 
13,203 
10,490 
$262,780 
2 
TOTAL ASSETS $1,379,031 $1,056,456 $322,575 
TOTAL LIABILITIES 677,780 415,000 262,780 
NET ESTATE $ 701,251 $ 641,456 $ 59,795 
Equalization: - 290,830 + 290,830 
$ 350,626 $ 350,626 
3 
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COATS 7. COATS 
STATEMENT OF ASSETS & LIABILITIES 
JUNE 1, 1992 
(FILE^B-SCOMPA) 
ASSETS 
CASH PETER M. COATS (PERSONAL) 
CASH BRANDON CANYON 
CASH COATS REALTY 
CASH C&G CONSTRUCTION 
PIONEER FUND III 
CASH WEST ONE tl4-14003206 (PETER SAVINGS) 
NOTE REC VALKO 
NOTE REC DOUG STONE 
NOTE REC RALPH CRYSTAL 11927 SO CEDAR RIDGE 
NOTE REC WADE ESPLIN 817 E. DUSTRY ROCK 
NOTE REC DENNIS FLOTO 13181 SO 2050 W 
NOTE REC DENNIS MAYBE 11838 HIDDEN VALLEY 
NOTE REC GORDON HENINGER 195 E VINE ST 
NOTE REC JAN HUNT 9098 SO 440 E 
NOTE REC JAN HUNT PERSONAL LOAN 
NOTE REC WARREN MAW FOR CRAIG WALTHER 
3430 SO TERRACE VIEW DR 
NOTE REC RODRIGUEZ 
NOTE REC RODRIQUEZ 
NOTE REC PAUL OLSEN 1262 EAST HOLLRIDGE ROAD 
TRUST DEED LOT t23 B.C. 
NOTE REC BRET STRONG 3-11-92 
NOTE REC DUBINSKY 
NOTE REC MICHAEL HOLLAND 3-20-92 
NOTE REC SUSAY KAY JAMES 9-18-91 
NOTE REC EDWIN KING 
NOTE REC JODY MORGAN 10-21-61 
NOTE REC RON BREEN 8-1-91 
NOTE REC CORY YOUNG 
LOT t4 BRA2WON CANYON 
TRUST DEED NOTE LOT t28 B.C. 
HOUSE & LOT LOT t!5 
HOUSE & LOT LOT H6 
HOUSE & LOT LOT t!7 
NOTE REC HARRY DYSON 
INVEST SINBAD RANCH 
INVEST COATS REALTY 
INVEST RIVER MEADOWS 
INVEST CLOVER MEADOWS 
BALANCE 
4-30-92 
10,276 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
(6,266)DEPENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
461 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
300 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
3,938 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
759 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
10,845 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
5,500 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
955 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
889 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
1,755 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
28,573 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
140 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
1,995 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
2,273 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
1,500 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
15,042 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
2,487 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
7,356 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
30,899 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
6,200 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
70,000 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
6,000 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
3,041 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
3,720 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
5,708 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
2,203 
1,457 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
28,000 
18,750 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
165,000 TESTIMONY 
171,900 TESTIMONY 
176,900 TESTIMONY 
2,700 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
27,000 SEE ATTACHED COMPUTATION 
10,000 
53,000 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
5,800 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
tD-58 
PLAINTIFFS 
EXHIBIT 
<77 
COATS V. COATS 
STATEMENT OF ASSETS & LIABILITIES 
JUNE 1, 1992 
(FILE=B-SCOMPA) 
ASSETS 
INVEST BRIGHTON LOT 
LIFE INSURANCE CASH VALUE 
REAL ESTATE: 
11807 SO WOODRIDGE (HALF INT) 
36 NORTHRIDGE WAY 
3708 SO 3325 W DUPLEX (HALF INT) 
6075 W 99740 SO (HALF WITH DOUG SPEAKER) 
PERSONAL ASSETS 
1990 GMC CUSTOM VAN 
1982 SUNRUNNER BOAT 22 FOOT 
FURNISHINGS VIRGINIA 
FURNISHINGS NORTHRIDGE 
FURNINSHINGS WOODRIDGE 
1989 PORSCHE 
1964 JEEP 
GOLD 
TARGET CAPITAL 
BALANCE 
4-30-92 
13,000 DEPENDENTS BALANCE SHEET tD-58 
5,500 DEPENDENTS BALANCE SHEET tD-58 
53,250 
273,000 DEPENDENTS BALANCE SHEET tD-58 
46,000 EXHIBIT t 
10,000 EXHIBIT t 
19,000 DEPENDENTS BALANCE SHEET tD-58 
4,300 EXHIBIT t 
7,375 EXHIBIT tP-2 
18,000 EXHIBIT tP-2 
3,500 DEPENDENTS BALANCE SHEET tD-58 
42,150 EXHIBIT tP-30 
5,000 DEPENDENTS BALANCE SHEET tD-58 
400 PLAITIFF TESTIMONY 
1,500 PLAINTIFF TESTIMONY 
TOTAL ASSETS 1,379,031 
LIABILITIES 
NOTE PAY KEY BANK 
NOTE PAY FIRST SECURITY 
NOTE PAYABLE RIVER MEADOWS 
NOTE PAYABLE ISABEL COATS 
MORTG PAY WOODRIDGE 
MORTG PAY NORTHRIDGE 
MORTG PAY DUPLEX 
KATHERINE PERSONAL LIABILITIES 
FUNDS BORROWED FROM SARA COATS 
FUNDS BORROWED FROM GRACE COATS 
37,000 
5,000 
32,000 
270,000 
27,000 
172,000 
44,000 
67,087 
13,203 
10,490 
DEPENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
DEPENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
DEPENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
EXHIBIT tD-50 
DEPENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
EXHIBIT t 
DEPENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
DEPENDENTS BALANCE SHEET 
TOTAL LIABILITIES 677,780 
NET WORTH 701,250 
tuj^ KV 
COATS V. COATS 
STATEMENT OF ASSETS & LIABILITIES 
JUNE lf 1992 
(FILE=B-SCOMPA) 
ASSETS 
CASH PETER M. COATS (PERSONAL) 
CASH BRANDON CANYON 
CASH COATS REALTY 
CASH C&G CONSTRUCTION 
PIONEER FUND III 
CASH WEST ONE #14-14003206 (PETER SAVINGS) 
NOTE REC VALKO 
NOTE REC DOUG STONE 
NOTE REC RALPH CRYSTAL 11927 SO CEDAR RIDGE 
NOTE REC WADE ESPLIN 817 E. DUSTRY ROCK 
NOTE REC DENNIS FLOTO 13181 SO 2050 W 
NOTE REC DENNIS MAYBE 11838 HIDDEN VALLEY 
NOTE REC GORDON HENINGER 195 E VINE ST 
NOTE REC JAN HUNT 9098 SO 440 E 
NOTE REC JAN HUNT PERSONAL LOAN 
NOTE REC WARREN MAW FOR CRAIG WALTHER 
3430 SO TERRACE VIEW DR 
NOTE REC RODRIGUEZ 
NOTE REC RODRIQUEZ 
NOTE REC PAUL OLSEN 1262 EAST HOLLRIDGE ROAD 
TRUST DEED LOT #23 B.C. 
NOTE REC BRET STRONG 3-11-92 
NOTE REC DUBINSKY 
NOTE REC MICHAEL HOLLAND 3-20-92 
NOTE REC SUSAY KAY JAMES 9-18-91 
NOTE REC EDWIN KING 
NOTE REC JODY MORGAN 10-21-61 
NOTE REC RON BREEN 8-1-91 
NOTE REC CORY YOUNG 
LOT #4 BRANDON CANYON 
TRUST DEED NOTE LOT #28 B.C. 
HOUSE & LOT LOT #15 
HOUSE & LOT LOT #16 
HOUSE & LOT LOT #17 
NOTE REC HARRY DYSON 
INVEST SINBAD RANCH 
INVEST COATS REALTY 
INVEST RIVER MEADOWS 
INVEST CLOVER MEADOWS 
4-30-92 
10,276 
<6,266) 
461 
300 
3,938 
759 
10,845 
5,500 
955 
889 
1,755 
28,573 
140 
1,995 
2,273 
1,500 
15,042 
2,487 
7,356 
30,899 
6,200 
70,000 
6,000 
3,041 
3,720 
5,708 
2,203 
1,457 
28,000 
18,750 
165,000 
171,900 
176,900 
2,700 
27,000 
10,000 
53,000 
5,800 
DEFENDENTS 
i DEFENDENTS 
DEFENDENTS 
DEFENDENTS 
DEFENDENTS 
DEFENDENTS 
DEFENDENTS 
DEFENDENTS 
DEFENDENTS 
DEFENDENTS 
DEFENDENTS 
DEFENDENTS 
DEFENDENTS 
DEFENDENTS 
DEFENDENTS 
DEFENDENTS 
DEFENDENTS 
DEFENDENTS 
DEFENDENTS 
DEFENDENTS 
DEFENDENTS 
DEFENDENTS 
DEFENDENTS 
DEFENDENTS 
DEFENDENTS 
DEFENDENTS 
DEFENDENTS 
DEFENDENTS 
DEFENDENTS 
TESTIMONY 
TESTIMONY 
TESTIMONY 
DEFENDENTS 
BALANCE 
BALANCE 
BALANCE 
BALANCE 
BALANCE 
BALANCE 
BALANCE 
BALANCE 
BALANCE 
BALANCE 
BALANCE 
BALANCE 
BALANCE 
BALANCE 
BALANCE 
BALANCE 
BALANCE 
BALANCE 
BALANCE 
BALANCE 
BALANCE 
BALANCE 
BALANCE 
BALANCE 
BALANCE 
BALANCE 
BALANCE 
BALANCE 
BALANCE 
BALANCE 
SHEET 
SHEET 
SHEET 
SHEET 
SHEET 
SHEET 
SHEET 
SHEET 
SHEET 
SHEET 
SHEET 
SHEET 
SHEET 
SHEET 
SHEET 
SHEET 
SHEET 
SHEET 
SHEET 
SHEET 
SHEET 
SHEET 
SHEET 
SHEET 
SHEET 
SHEET 
SHEET 
SHEET 
SHEET 
SHEET 
SEE ATTACHED COMPUTATION 
DEFENDENTS 
DEFENDENTS 
BALANCE 
BALANCE 
SHEET 
SHEET 
#D-58 
#D-58 
#D-58 
#D-58 
#D-58 
#D-58 
#D-58 
#D-58 
#D-58 
#D-58 
#D-58 
#D-58 
#D-58 
#D-58 
#D-58 
#D-58 
#D-58 
#D-58 
#D-58 
#D-58 
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PLAINTIFF'S 
EXHIBIT 
COATS V, COATS 
STATEMENT OP ASSETS & LIABILITIES 
JUNE 1, 1992 
(FILE=B-SCOMPA) 
ASSETS 
INVEST BRIGHTON LOT 
LIFE INSURANCE CASH VALUE 
KIDDER PEABODY SECURITIES 
REAL ESTATE: 
11807 SO WOODRIDGE (HALF INT) 
36 NORTHRIDGE WAY 
3708 SO 3325 W DUPLEX (HALF INT) 
6075 W 99740 SO (HALF WITH DOUG SPEAKER) 
PERSONAL ASSETS 
1990 GMC CUSTOM VAN 
1982 SUNRUNNER BOAT 22 FOOT 
FURNISHINGS VIRGINIA 
FURNISHINGS NORTHRIDGE 
FURNINSHINGS WOODRIDGE 
1989 PORSCHE 
1964 JEEP 
GOLD 
TARGET CAPITAL 
TOTAL ASSETS 
LIABILITIES 
NOTE PAY KEY BANK 
NOTE PAY FIRST SECURITY 
NOTE PAYABLE RIVER MEADOWS 
NOTE PAYABLE KIDDER PEABODY 
NOTE PAYABLE ISABEL COATS 
MORTG PAY WOODRIDGE 
MORTG PAY NORTHRIDGE 
MORTG PAY DUPLEX 
KATHERINE PERSONAL LIABILITIES 
FUNDS BORROWED FROM SARA COATS 
FUNDS BORROWED FROM GRACE COATS 
TOTAL LIABILITIES 
BALANCE 
4-30-92 
13,000 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET #D-58 
5,500 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET #D-58 
411,992 EXHIBIT # 
53,250 
273,000 DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET #D-58 
46,000 EXHIBIT # 
10,000 EXHIBIT # 
19,000 
4,300 
7,375 
18,000 
3,500 
42,150 
5,000 
400 
1,500 
1,791,023 
DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET #D-58 
EXHIBIT # 
EXHIBIT #P-2 
EXHIBIT #P^2 P'gO 
DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET #D-58 
EXHIBIT #P-30 
DEFENDENTS BALANCE SHEET #D-58 
PLAITIFF TESTIMONY 
PLAINTIFF TESTIMONY 
37,000 
5,000 
32,000 
228,407 
270,000 
27,000 
172,000 
44,000 
67,087 
13,203 
10,490 
906,187 
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EXHIBIT # 
DEFENDENTS 
DEFENDENTS 
BALANCE SHEET 
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-50 
BALANCE SHEET 
BALANCE SHEET 
BALANCE SHEET 
NET WORTH 884,835 
Brandon Canyon Detail 
April 30, 1992 
Lot 4 
Lot 15 
Lot 16 
Lot 17 
Lot 23 
Lot 28 
Lots 
21.000 
21,000 
Notes ( 
Receivable 
25,900 
20,000 
20,000 
30,899 
18,750 
mm 
Construction 
Loans 
27,383 
85,517 
69,668 
182,568 
Totals 
21,000 
53,283 
105,517 
89,668 
30,899 
18,750 
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